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5738, Also, resolutions adopted by the Texas Chamber of Com-
merce, relative to section 28 of the Jomes shipping bill; to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and: Fisheries..

§739. By Mr. CULLEN: Resolution adopted by the American
Marine Assoeiation of New: York City; indorsing Senate bill.
3217 and House bill 10644 and urging their early passage; to the:
Committee onthe Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

G740. By Mr. CURRY : Resolution of the Henry W. Lawton:
Camp, United Spanish War Veterans, at their nineteenth an-
nual encampment; favoring the retention:and development. of the
Mare Island Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

5741, By Mr: KIESS: Petition of residents.of Millpert, Pa.,
protesting against the passage of House bills 97563 and: 4388 and
Senate bill 1948; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5742, By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of Naval Militia, New York
City, N. Y., relative to an additional appropriation: for- the
Naval Reserve Force; to the Committee on Appropriations.

5748. Also, petition: of; board of estimate and apportionment,
city of: New: York, N. Y., indorsing the Bacharach bill; to.the
Committee on the Judiciary.

5744, By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petitions of Regal Laundry,
Baltimore, and Manhattan Lanndry Service Corporation, Wash-
ington, protesting against duties levied on foreign vegetable
oils, ete.; also petitions- of Merchants and Manufacturers: As-
sociation and' Deyle & Keyser, Baltimore; protesting against
proposed duty on linens; also petition of Hendler Creamery Co,,
Baltimore, protesting against proposed tariff on salt; also peti-
tion of* Baugh & Sons Co., Baltimore, protesting against pro-
posed tariff’ on potash, ete.; also letters protesting against: ins
sufficient tariff on cammed goods; to.the' Committee on: Ways
and+*Means.

5745, Also, petition of James H. Jones, Baltimore, Md., favor-
ing: passage -of Bursum and Morgan bills for benefit of Civil
War veterans; to the Committee .on Invalid Pensions.

5T46. Also, petition of Charles F. Namuth, Baltimore, favoring
inerease of retirement amount to each individual; to.the-Com=
mittee on. Reform in the Civil: Service.

5747. Also; petition of North! Carolina Pine Box & Shook
Manufacturirig: Co., Baltimore; protesting against transfer of
United States Forest Service from Department of Agriculture
to Department of Interior; to the Committee on Agriculture..

H748. Also, petition of O. F. Macklin, Baltimore, favoring
extra appropriation. for training-of ecivilian portion, of Naval
Reserves; to the Committee on Appropriations.

5749, Also, petition of Rev. J. Howard Braunlein-and: John O;
Thomas, Baltimore; 8. E. Persons, Annapolis; and: Rev. W, H.
Settlemeyer; Middletown, Md., appealing for proper protection
to the Armenians; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5750. By Mr. MacGREGOR : Resolutions adopted by the Pres-
bytery of Caledonia at Mumford, N. Y., indorsing House- Joint
Resolution No. 131, relative to prohibiting polygamy and polyga.
mous marriages in the United States, and also Senate Joint Res-
olution No. 31, relative to enacting uniform laws on:the subject
of marriage and divorece; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5751. Also, resolution.adopted by the Presbytery of Caledonia
at Mumford, N, Y., indorsing House bill 9753, to secure Sunday
as a day of rest in-the District of Columbia; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

5752. Also, resolution adopted, by the. council, of the city of
Buffalo indorsing the river and harbor bill; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbers.

SENATE.
WepNespay, May 24, 1922.
(Legislative day of Thursday, April 20, 1922.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m,, on the expiration of the
recess.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Overhue,
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed the
bill (8. 2263) to amend the Federal reserve act approved De-
cember 23, 1013, with amendments, in: which it/ requested. the
concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the House had passed a
bill (H. R. 9527) to amend section 5136, Revised Statutes of the
United States, relating to corporate pewers of associations, so
as to provide succession thereof until dissolved, and to apply
said section as so amended to all national banking associations,
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.
Mr. LADD presented a resolution adopted at the annual

meeting of the Pennsylvania Branch, Women’s International

League for Peace:and Freedom, at Philadelphia, Pa. favoring
the prompt declaration of a general amnesty by the President
of the United States, which was referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE' presented a memorial of sundry citizens
of Oakland, Calif., remonstrating against the enactment of leg-
islation providing for compulsory Sunday observance in the
Distriet of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

He' also presented resolutions adopted by the: Santa Rosa
Chamber of Commerce, of Santa Rosa, Calif., protesting against
any present change in the transportation act of 1920, which
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

Mr. CAPPHER presented a resolution adopted by Golden Rule
Lodge, No. 90, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of North
Topeka, Kans., favoring the enactment of legislation creating a
department of education, which was referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

Mr. SHEPPARD presented resolutions adopted by the Pres-
bytery of Brownwood, Presbyterian Church, at Winters, Tex.,
favoring amendments to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy
and providing for uniform marriage and divorce laws, which
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Presbytery of
Brownwood, Presbyterian Church; at Winters, Tex,, favoring
the enactment of legislation providing for Sunday observance in
the District of Columbia; which was referred to-the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Mr. NEWBERRY presented resolutions adopted by the Pres-
bytery of Grand Rapids, Presbyterian Church, at Grand Rapids,
Mich., favoring amendments to- the Constitution: prehibiting
polygamy and providing for uniform marriage and divorce laws,
which were referred to the Committee-on the Judiciary.

He' also presented:a resolution adopted! by the: Presbytery of
Grand Rapids, Presbyterian Church, at Grand Rapids, Mich,,
favoring the enactment of legislation providing-for Sunday ob-
servance-in:the Distriet of Columbia, which was referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON. NAVAL AFFAIRS.

Mr. NEWBERRY, from:the Commitfee on Naval Affairs, to
which were referred the following bills, reperted. them. each
without' amendment: and: submitted reports thereon:

H. R.3754. An act for the relief, of Rear Admiral Livingston
Hunt, Supply Corps; United States;Navy (Rept: No; 722) ; and

H. R. 3508. An act for the relief of Rean Admiral J. 8. Car-
penter, Supply Corps, United States Navy  (Rept. No. 723).

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED.

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Enrplled Bills,
reported that they presented to the President of the United
States the following enrolled bills:

On May 20, 1922:

S.1162. An act deelaring Lake Geerge, Yazoo County, Miss.,
to be-a nonnavigable stream; and/

On May 22, 1922:

S.2019. An act to extend. for the period of two years the Dl 0=
visions of Title IT of the food control and the:District of Co-
lumbia rents act, approved October 22, 1919, as amended.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first:time, and; by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. WALSH of Montana :

A bill (8. 3640) for the relief of the estate of James W, Mar-
dig; to the Commifttee on Claims,

By Mr. FLETCHER:

A bill (8. 8641) to grant and confirm to the State of Florida
title in and to sections 16 within the exterior limits of the area
patented to the- State of Florida April 23, 19038, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

FIRST LIEUT, WILLIAM EDWARD TIDWELL,

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent:that I may with-
draw report No. 694 of the Committee on Military Affairs,
which aceompanies the bill (S. 1672) for the appointment of
William Edward Tidwell as first lieutenant in the United States
Army, and substitute another report: which: is somewhat fuller
than the original.

The VICH, PRESIDENT.
granted.!

Without objection, leave will ba
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TARIFF BILL AMENDMENTS.

Mr. JONES of Washington submitted two amendments in-
tended to be proposed by him to House bill 7456, the tariff bill,
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

8T. LAWRENCE RIVER IMPROVEMENT.

Mr, MOSES submitted the following concurrent resolution
(S. Con. Res. 24), which was referred to the Committee on
Printing:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That there shall be printed 5,000 additional co%es of Senate Docu-
ment No. 179, Sixty-seventh Congress, entitled * Report of the United
States and Canadian Government engineers on the improvement of the
St. Lawrence River from Montreal to Lake Ontario,” of which 3,000
copies shall be for the use of the Semate Document Room, and 2,000
copies for the House Document Room.

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL RESERVE ACT.

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the
amendments of the House to Senate bill 2263.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2263) to
amend the Federal reserve sct approved December 23, 1913,
which were, on page 2, lines 2 and 3, to strike out * industrial,
commercial interests,” and to insert © industrial and commercial
interests "7 on page 4, line 18, to strike out 30 days after,”
and to insert * with " ; on page 4, line 19, strike out ** convenes " ;
on page B, line 11, after “ follows,” to make a new paragraph
and to insert * Sec. 324" ; on page 5, line 20, to insert quota-
tion marks before the word “no”; and on page G, line 2, to
insert quotation marks after the word “ construction.”

Mr. ROBINSON, 1 understand that the amendments which
the House made to the bill relate more to form than to sub-
stance, and that none of them materially change the bill as
passed by the Senate.

Mr., KELLOGG. That is quite true, except that a House
amendment provides that the commission of the Federal Reserve
Board shall expire with the next session of Congress instead of
30 days after. I

AMr. ROBINSON.
material change?

Mr, KELLOGG. No: I do not.
or change the substance.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendments of the House.

The amendments were agreed to.

THE TARIFF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R, 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next
amendment of the Committee on Finance.

Mr. NICHOLSON, Mryr. President, I desire to call up my
amendments to paragraph 218a, where I propose that a specific
duty shall be imposed on amorphous graphite instead of the ad
valoréem duty proposed by the Finance Committee.

Mr. McOUMBER. It is satisfactory to return to that para-
graph.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the suggestion?

Mr. McCUMBER. To take up paragraph 213a.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secreftary will report the pro-
posed amendment of the committee,

The Reapiva CrErx., On page 37, after line 8, the commit-
tee proposes to insert a new paragraph, as follows:

Par. 213a. Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined : Amorphous, 10
per cent ad valorem; crystalline lump, chip, or dust, 20 per cenf ad
valorem ; crystalline flake, 2 cents per pound. As used in this para-
graph, the term * crystalline flake " means graphite or plumbago which
ocenrs disseminated as a relatively thin flake throughout its Contniull;ﬁ
rock, decomposed or not, and which may be or has been separat
fherefrom by ordinary erushlnf, nlver!xlng. screening, or mechanical
concentration process, such flake being made up of a number of par-
allel laminee, *which may be separated by mechanical means.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have not anything to
say on the paragraph, but I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

The Senator does not regard that as a

Tt does not affect the merits

Ball Ernst Jones, N. Mex. Nelson
Borah Fletcher Jones, Wash. Newberry
Brandegee France I::ellugg Nicholson
Brousgsard Frelinghuysen Kendrick Oddie
Bursum Glass Ladd Page
Calder Gooding Lod g ‘e?ner
Capper Hale MeCumber P'h pﬂs
Cuaraway Harreld McKinley Poindexter
Culberson Harris MecLean Ransdell
Curtis Harrison MeNary Rawson
Dial Heflin Moses Robinson
Edge Johnson Alyers Sheppard

Shortridge Sterlinfn Wadsworth Williama
Bimmons Sutherland Walsh, Mass.

Smith Swanson Walsh, Mont.

Smoot Underwood Watson, Ga.

The YICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered
to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis-
sissippi yvield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Arkansas yleld? I thought I had the floor. I had recognition
from the Presiding Officer before the roll was called.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the
Senator from Colorado had yielded the floor.

Mr. CARAWAY. I shall not hold the floor very long.

Mr, NICHOLSON. How long does the Senator wish to hold
the floor? .

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not know, but not a great while.

Mr, NICHOLSON. If the Senator will kindly let me proceed,
after I finish I shall be glad to yield the floor to him.

Mr. CARAWAY. There is a matter I desire to discuss right
now. I would like to accommodate the Senator, but T do not
want to yield the floor at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is en-
titled to the floor, and will proceed.

ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, yesterday the titular Aftor-
ney General issued a statement. I desire to read it to theé
Senate:

The correspondence of former President Taft and Attorney General
Wickersham, which was again published this month, clearly shows my
connection with the Morse cases of many years ago, both civil and
criminal. The incentive and motives inspiring this and other agitation
will not accomplish the results hoped for by those behind the scenes.

The various prosecutions of war fraud cases will be carried out as
expeditiously as ible, irrmegective of these and other activities and
attacks which will be expected. I have faith that the people of the
ecountry anmclate the sitnation and have confidence in the
of Justice ng fair, judicious, and effective.

The Washington Post in its headlines—and usually the Post
knows what the administration thinks before the administra-
tion thinks it—says this morning:

Daugherty, meeting attacks, pushes war fraud cases—Replying to
CARAWAY, he declares present activities, or others expected, will not
halt prosecutions.

Just for historic accuracy I want to repeat what has hereto-
fore been said. The resolution for investigation of the Depart-
ment of Justice came not from CABAwAY, as the Post would
imply, but from Congressman RoyAr JoEnsoN, of South Dakota,
and Congressman Roy Woobrury, of Michigan, both Republi-
cans, both former service men, both men who laid down their
civil employment at the call to arms and bared their breasts to
the shot and shell of the country's enemy. I can not believe,
Mr. President, that they are actuated by any desire to shield
men who stayed at home and robbed their Government while
they went out prepared to shed their blood in defense of it.

If Mr. Daugherty thinks the American people are going to be-
lieve that those two former soldiers, who had offered to die for
their flag, are now attacking him to defend grafters who would
not fight, Mr. Daugherty really never knew the true American,
People like Felder, with whom he associated so intimately, do
not represent the American sentiment, never did, and never will,

But the Attorney General is not candid, and T use that word
to be polite. It is not what I mean, and what everybody
knows. The Attorney General sald that the letters of Mr.
Taft and Mr. Wickersham “clearly disclose™ his connection
with the Morse case. They do not. They do not disclose the
fact that Daugherty and Felder made a contract for a $25,000
fee contingent upon their ability to get Morse out of the peni-
tentiary. He knows that.

Those letters do not disclose the fact that at the time they
made the contract, Taft, as President, had already refused to
grant a pardon or a commutation of sentence, and he knows
that.

They do not disclose the fact which Felder disclosed in his
letter of 1917, that when they, Felder and Daugherty, were in
conference with Morse in the penitentiary, not knowing by
what means they would approach the administration, they told
Morse that his case looked hopeless, but that Taft had said
they might call at a later date and get a different answer. They
do not disclose that Morse then made another contract with
them in which he agreed to pay these two gentlemen, these two
ethical lawyers, $100,000 instead of $25,000 to accomplish the
same result, nor that vague, uncertain promise * to make both
of them rich.” These letters of Taft and Wickersham do not
disclose the fact, Mr. President, that in the conversation a
“one” was obtained—and I am using the exact language of

partment
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Felder—a “cne” was obtained from the appearance of Morse
that maybe he was not in good health, and that with that idea
in view they called in Doctor Fowler, who had been the phy-
sician of the penitentiary in Atlanta where Morse was first con-
fined, and had him make an examination which “disclosed,”
according to Fowler, that Morse had “ Bright's disease.”

The letters to which Daugherty refers do not disclose that
thereupon Daugherty and Felder came to Washington and got

a promise in advance from Taft and Wickersham, the latter of

whom was then the Attorney General, that if they could estab-
lish the fact that Morse's health was poor and that he was
likely to die in confinement he would be released. That is not
disclosed in those two letters which Daugherty says disclose his
whole relation to the case.

The two letters do not disclose that they went back to At-
lanta and had Morse examined by a board of physicians, which
found that there was nothing seriously wrong with him. These
letters do not disclose that they then had another board of phy-
gicians appointed and got a report that Morse was in a bad fix,
These letters from Taft and Wickersham do not disclose that
thereupon they had Morse put in some place outside of the peni-
tentiary where he could be examined, and, incidentally, where
Fowler could see him, of course. They do not disclose the fact,
which Felder himself states, that the department had after-
wards acquired evidence to show that each time before this
board of physicians should examine Morse that Morse was given
some kind of a chemical to make his kidneys bleed and thereby
deceive the doctors. The Atftorney General knows that these
letters do not disclose that.

The Attorney General knows that they do not disclose the fur-
ther fact that Morse had contracted with Daugherty and Felder
im advance that he should submit to whatever course they might
suggest; a contract the character of which I leave for every
lawyer on the floor of the Senate and every one in this country
to judge. No reputable lawyer would ever think of demanding
of his client a contract which said, * You must do everything
that we suggest.” It is significant. It suggests, at least—I will
not say it does, but it suggests-—that they were going to frame
up some kind of pretense on which they were to get him out,
and in advance they made Morse sign away his right to tell
the truth. They made him contract that he would submit to
conditions they suggested, and it seems they suggested that he
had * Bright's disease.”

Daugherty knew that; and Felder has put in writing the fact

that it was he, and not Morse, who found out that Morse had)

the “ disease” that led to his commutation of sentence; that it
was Daugherty and Felder who discovered that and it was
Doctor Fowler who confirmed 'it. Incidentally, among the very
first acts that the Attorney General d@idl was to put back in his
old' position at the penitentiary at Atlanta this same Doctor
Fowler, rewarding him for the deeeption he had helped them
to perpetrate upon the President, Mr, Taft.

The Attorney General knows that none of those facts were
diselosed in the two letters to which he calls attention. These
letters do not disclese the faet that the Attorney General told
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATrson] that he had
had absolutely nothing to do with the Morse case. He knows
they do not disclose those things,

Why, then, should the Attorney General have said yesterday
that the two letiers written in 1915 disclosed his entire connec-
tion with the Morse case when he knows they disclosed nothing
of ' the ‘significant’ parts of the Morse case at ail? Oh, Mr. Presi-
dent, just merely as an illustration and not an aecusation, I
think it was Mark Twain who once said that a “lie is such a
precions thing that you ought never to tell it if the truth would
answer.” 1 am mot applying that’ language to the Attorney
G:nerafl;! it is merely a suoggestion. Why was he not candid
about it

I know he told the Senator from Indiana that he had nothing
to do with the Morse case, and thereby induced the Senator
from Indiana to make the gtatement whieh he did on the floor
of the Senate when he, the Attorney General, knew he did have
something to do with it. I’ bave asked over and over again,
Why did he deny his connection with this unsavory case?

Well, Mr. President, the Atforney General then, by wuay of
what the affable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]
calls “throwing up a smoke sereen,” ititimates that he is being
attacked because he is prosecuting war grafters. That charge
is: 8o foolish that I hesitate to believe the  Attorney General
made it; but I presume he did or the Washington Post would
not' have asserted it, hecause the Post knows absolutely; it has
got first-hand information as to what the administration thinks
or what it is going to think. If the statement had appeared
in some other journal, there could have been some doubt about
it, bmt, published in the Post, T' know the Attormey Gemeral
sald it 5

The charge, Mr. President, against the Attorney General for
not enforcing the law, as I have said, cmmne from Royarn C.
Jornsox and Roy O. Woobprurr, two Republican Members of
Congress in the other House, both being former service men,
both men whose character I know that no man will take the
responsibility of guestioning. Therefore, I know that when the
Attorney General undertakes to blacken the reputation of those
two Members of Congress of his own party in order to shield
himself, he stoops lower than his friends thought it possible

‘even for him to go. :

Mr. President, it is a very unfortunate thing to write letters
if the writer is going to make hurtful statements. I am going
to read here some letters. Incidentally, and incidentally only,
they reflect upon the former Secretary of War, Mr. Baker,
and the present Secretary of War, Mr. Weeks. I am not going
to follow the example of the Senator from New Hampshire and
say that there is politics in it. I am not going to say one word
in defense of former Secretary of War Baker. If he is guilty
of wrongdoing he will never find me apologizing for him here
or elsewhere. I am going to do, though, what the Senator from
New Hampshire would not do; I am geing to say in defense of
the present Secretary, of; War, who is a Republican, that I do
not believe he is dishonest; I do not believe that at all; I do
not believe he was actuated by bad faith in anything he did,
and it will take a great deal more evidence than the apparent
circumstances fo make me believe that he is anything but an
honest man and a gentleman. I go that far for the present
Secretary of War, who is a Republican, and to show that I have
not any bias in the matter I shall say nothing in defense of the
former Secretary of War, who is a Democrat. You can make
what you will out of it.

Mr. President, let me go back for just a moment. These
charges of Congressmen WooprUrr and JoENsoN came about
through a disclosure that former Maj. W. O. Watts made to
Rovarn O. Joaxsox and Roy Woobrurr of conditions which ex-
isted in the Attorney General's office. Watts was a special ex-
aminer. He made up his mind that the Attorney General was
not going to enforce the law, and that grafters were going to
be whitewashed and turned loose. After repeatedly trying to
get the Attorney General to act, he went to the two Republican
Members of Congress, and in the presence of a Republican Sen-
gto;, who is now a Member of this body, disclosed what facts

e had.

At their request and with their concurrence he made public
this information by giving it to them and consenting that they
should use it upon the floor. For that he was discharged, Mr,
President, by a letter written by Assistant Attorney General
Holland. I will read it again into the Recorn. It is as follows:

DEPARTMENT 0F JUSTICE,
Washington, D. O., April 2§, 1922,
Mr. W. O. WaATTS,
Special Agent, Department of Justice.

8ir: Dy direction of the Attorney General, you are dismissed from
%e t;m-vlr.-e of this department, ve immediately upon receipt of this

You are removed for disloyalty to the Department of Justlcea inas-
muech 85 you knowingly and willfully viola the rules of the depart-
ment, which, as ]ynu must be aware, constitutes a breach of trust,

Upon nlapllu! on to the disbursing office of this department your
mlary g.g; betfﬁl.llg e Ro L. HOLLAND,

pec i su L. HoLl
Agsistant Attorney General,
(For the Attorney General.)

For the enlightenment of the Senate and'the country, I want
to read to the Senate the manly letter which Mr. Watts wrote in
reply to the letter from the Assistant Attorney General. The

letter is as follows:
718 NrxeTEENTH STRERT NW.,
Waeshington, D, O, April 26, 1922,
The ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D. O.

Sir: Recelpt Is acknowled of letter dated April 24, 1922, signed
by Mr. Rush L. Holland, tant to the Attarne; General, dismissing
me * for disloyalty to the Department of Justice, -

You are informed that I accept your characterization of my discharge
as & distinct compliment, knowing the facts and circumstances in-
volved, although it ls wholly false and unijttuﬂl.ble. It is particularly
gratifying to me to note that you either did not feel warranted or have
the moral courage to charge me with * disloyalty ” to the Government.
This;, Mr, Attorney General, you ean not do. My lolyulta to the Govern-
ment fs well founded and of lifelong standing’ 1 have followed and
defended the flag in the B{mnish-i\merimn War, the Philippine Insur-
rection, and the late World War with honor and. distinction, and I
have performed every duty that has ever been assigned to me in a lo
and ha]l]t!hm manner ; my record for loyalty i= well known and unim-

eachable.
s My conception of loyalty im the highest sense is the defemse and
protection of the Government’s Interests nnder all elrcumstances and at
all hazards. I do not recognize or subscribe to your theory of loyalty
to corrupt an autocratic authority now so common in Government
g?troau:s‘ at Washington, which subverts the mational welfare and public

CTes

If yon were at all informed on the departmental affairs of your
high office, you must be aware of the outstanding faects that I have
davated more than two years of loyal and faithful efforts to protect
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the interests of the Government when a combination of certain Govern-

ment officials and other common crooks have been assaulting and raid-

}iigtﬁ:]epubuc‘rremuryonu. tie as to be almost unbe-
evible,

You must be aware that even a private citizen is required by statute
to report to the authorities the commission of '‘a felony which comes
within his knowledge. A public officer is further bound by oath to
uphold the law, and when an agency of the Government ceases to func-
tion, it is the letter and the spirit of the law that a should be
made to some authority of the United States which be interested
and enforce correction, The record is clear and clean cut and will
show that organized interests are looting the Government, no man
ecan charge me with a breach of trust, so far as the interests of the
[mopie are concerned, The real issue is: 8hall this be a government by

farry M. Daugherty and Abram F. Myers, or a government * of the
people, for the people, and by the people*? -

Isloyalty is a loathsome word, especlally when a
has responded to the enll to arms in every crisis which has confronted
the country during the past 25 years. You have seen fit in prose-
cution of the war graft eases to deprive the Government of the services
of men who have served their country in both peace and war and to
gurround yourself in this great work by men who sought and secured
exemption from military service when these crimes were being com-
mitted." You are entitled to share with yourself your conceptions of
loyalty, and the people can judge whether or not the stigma you have
attempted fo place upon myself and my children is just.

Tens of thousands of people have sojourned in Washington long
enough to know that this country is being strangled by an invisible

overnment, and the fizht for righteons government has at last been
orced into the open. 1 eall upon every man, woman, and child in
America, and especially my comrades of recent wars and every 100 per
cent Ameriean in Congress, to join in the ery of **Down th

hertyism."”

Sy Regpecttully, W. O, WarTs,

A brief word about Watts, if I may. He was born in one of
the poorest counties in my State, of a splendid family. When
he was 10 years old he went to Tennessee. When he was a mere
boy, when a call to arms eame, when the Spanish-American War
was declared, he laid aside his employment and carried a
musket as a common soldier through the war with Spain and
through the Philippine insurrection. He has in his possession
what Daugherty can not take from him, an honorable discharge
for honorable serviees rendered. When the war with Germany
came he again laid aside his employment, though he is a man
of family and no means, and again went into the service of his
country and stayed with it honorably until the war was over.
When the war was over he was put to investigating certain
abuses in the War Department and discovered that grafters had
looted the country while he and others were offering tc die to
gave the eountry. He brought that to the attention of his ru-
periors, and when he was ready to make his report Col. A. W,
Yates, of the Quartermaster Corps, now in the Army, said to

lied to one who

him, “ Major "—he had reached the rank of major—* if you will '

change your report and make it favorable instead of adverse
you will be comm!ssioned a major in the Regular Establishment
and put at the head of your class.” He would have been a
colonel now, Mr. President; and Watts, the man that Daugh-
erty now attaeks, the man that Daugherty kicked out of the
publie serviece, said, “ I will not do it. I fought for my country,
and I will not lie for a place to make a living under its flag.”

He left the Army, Mr. President, though he had no means of
support, and I have the testimony not of Democrats but of
Republicans that he stayed on the job as a private citizen for
months and mouths, without one penny of compensation, urging
that somebody should prosecute these people. He knew that
the Government had been robbed; he wanted to see the thieves
brought to justiee ; and he worked day and night without a cent,
and reported to the department having to deal with the prosecu-
tion of these cases.

The Republicans wanted to investigate the War Department
when they came into control of the Government, and a resolo-
tion to that effect was passed in the House, and I voted for it,
I do not want a thief protected, whether he is a Democrat or
a Republiean; I do not care who he is. I was perfectly willing
for the facts to be known, and if the facts should not show that
‘the officers of the Army had been honest or the contractors that
had dealt with the Government had been honeSt, I then wanted
and I now want the facts to be disclosed and I want the guilty
punished to the full extent of the law.

Watts then became an investigator for the so-called Graham
committee, a committee appointed in the House, of 10 Repub-
licans and 5 Democrats, to investigate the War Department,
these fraudulent contracts. Mr. Gramaym of Illinois, a Repub-
lican—who, I understand, is to be appointed a judge to sueceed
Judge Landis—was made chairman. Watts reported to him
without a bit of compensation, thongh Watts had been a Demo-
erat. He reported to him, and gave him the information that
he had, and worked for months without pay. Finally Graham
paid him $250 for all that he had done.

But here is a letter that I want to read. This letter bears
date of April 22, 1921, and shows who Watts is. It is addressed
to Hon. John W. Weeks, and is as follows:

ArRin 22, 1921,
Hon. Joaxy W. WBEKS,
Secretary of War, Washington, D. O.

Deir Sm: We, the undersigned, lite members of the Select Commlittee
on Expenditures in the War artment, believe it will be to the best
Interest of your department and the service if Maj. W. O. Watts, late
an officer in the Quartermaster Corps, be reinstated in your department,
either in a civilian capacity or as a commissioned officer in the Quarters

master Corps.
ndgment, 1s an efficient, honest, and cg&able man, and

He, in our
was removed m his rank entirely on account of objections to
and Bales Division

gquestionable transactions in the Burplus Property
aof the War rtment and because he did not submit to the same.
As some of the signers hereof have already stated to dyou personally,
we believe he will be of great assistance to you in investigating matters
which necessarily will come before you for investigation.
Very truly yours,

Who signed that letter, Mr. President? It will be rather
interesting to know. The first signature is that of Winrzam J.
GeAHAM, the chairman of the committee, a Republican from
Illinois, a Member of Congress whom you expect to elevate to
the bench.

Who was the next? Jamms A. Frear, a fearless Republican
from Wisconsin.

‘Who was the next? Jomw C. McKewzme, a member of the
Military Affairs Committee, s Republican Member of Congress
from Illinois, a man of high character and long service.

Who was the next man? Rovar O. JoEssoN, a Republican
from South Dakota, a young man who voted against war be-
cause he was opposed to war, but when war came he laid down
his commission as a Member® of Congress and went out here to
Camp Meade as a private soldier and served through the war
and shed his blood on the fighting front in France. He came
home and was reelected to Congress.

Who was the next man that signed this letter? C. F. Reavis,
an able, fearless Republican Member of Congress from Ne-
braska, a somewhat bitter partisan, but a fearlessly honest and
able man, He signed it.

Who else signed it? WarTer W. Mager, an able Member of
Congress, a Republican from the great State of New York, a
man that the Republican Party has been attempting to make
governor of the State.

Who is the next man that signed it? Oscar E. Brasp, a
Republican Member of Congress from Indiana, and one of the
leaders on the Republican side of the House.

‘Who else signed it? Auserr W, JEFFERis, a Republican Mem-
ber of Congress from Nebrasksa, a man who was one of the
ap?gii.ntees during the war, who helped to shape some of the
policies.

Who was the next? Crarexce MacGregor, a Member of
Congress from New York,

Then it.is signed by five Democrats; I will omit their names,
because I am offering Republican testimony altogether, so that
thedggnator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] can be per-
suaded.

Let me read you another letter, Mr. President. Incidentally,
let me remark, here are these nine Members of Congress, Re-
publicans, testifying to the good character of Major Waits,
and here is the Attorney General, under fire, who says Watts
is trying to shield criminals. There is not a court or a jury
anywhere in the land, if these men were put against Harry
Daugherty on ithat issue, who would not find a verdict against
Daugherty without leaving the jury box, and I know it.

Here is another letter:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
BELecT COMMITTER ON EXPENDITCRES IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT,

Washington, D, C., A 25, 1081,
Hon. JoHN W. WEEKS = pews

Sedretary of War, Washington, D. C.

Dear Bie: I am inclosing herewith a letter signed by 9 of the 10
Republican members of the late Belect Committee on Expenditures in
the War Departmert. The remaining Republican member, Mr. Mc-
CuLLocH, Is not in town, and hence 1 was unable to see him. T trust
‘the let:;ar will have your consideration, and, if possible, your early
approval.

pgs 1 stated to you recently, Major Watts is a veteran of both the
Spanish-American and World Wars. I have no doubt, on inspection of
record, that you will find it a creditable one in both instances, He

is a Tennessean, and a man of very considerable capacity and ability.

Now, look here—

He could have retained his commission in the Army if he had been
willing to refuse to notice matters that were going on within his juris-
diction where he felt the Government was being defranded.

I am well aware that his appointment will not meet with the al
of General Rogers, Chief of the Quartermaster Corps, and of several
other officers with whom he had dealings while in the service, and who
feel resentful toward him. However, the fact remains that he was
done a manifest injustice by these same officers, and was caused to
suffer for doing what he considered to be his duty to the Government.

I would be very loath to ask any action, as would be the other mem-
bers of my late committee, that would injurionsly affect t%sw d&att'
ment; however, 1 believe the reinstatement of Major Watts, in either
a dvfllann:mmur: capacity, will be the best example you can give
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to those in your department of your -desire to do complete justice, and
to have every man and woman understand that their first duty is to
defend the interest of the Government.

Yours respectfully, W. J. GRAHAM,

Here is another, Mr, President:

Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED BTATES,
Washington, D. O,, June 22, 1921,
Hon, H, M. DAUGHERTY,

Attornoy General of the United States,
Department of Justice, Washington, D. O.

My Dear Me. DaveHERTY : In connection with the investigation rela-
tive to war contracts which you are initiating in {sour depa ent, per-
mit me to call your attention to Maj. W. O. Watts, a former officer in
the Quartermaster Corgs, and who served with distinetion in both the
Spanish-American and World Wars.

Major Watts has rendered invaluable assistance to the Select Com-
mittee on -War Expenditures, and has demonstrated to me on every occa-
sion his entire honesty and fealty to the Government. His information
is 0 extensive that he wounld be of invaluable assistance in your in-
vestigation, and would save large expenditures of time and money in
acquiring the Information that your bureau must have. I know a

t deal of adverse criticism has been made against him by officers
n the War Department, but these criticisms have been made because
he has opposed them in practices which were pernicious and contrar
to the Interests of the Government, gincerely trust that you may fin
it possible to use him in some ecapacity. Since his discharge, on aceount
of his retusl{l‘g to stand for the practices in the War Department, he
has been in Washington with his family, constantly endeavoring to en-
list the attention of the authorlties to the practices that were tgoln&' on,
and 1 have no doubt, by his unsupported efforts, he has thus far sav
the National Treasury millions of dollars, but always without compensa-
tion and employment of any kind.

I sincerely trust that he may be employed by your investigating

bureau,
Yours very truly, W. J. GRAHAM.

The same Member of Congress.
Here is another letter, Mr. President.
them.

I am glad they wrote

HoUSE OoF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, June 22, 1921,

Hon. H. M. DAUGHERTY,
Attorney General of the United Btates, Washington, D. O.

My DEArR MR. DAUGHERTY : I desire to invite your attention to Maj,
W. 0. Watts, formerly an officer in the liiusa,rtm-:z:.matm-'n: section, War
Department, during the recent war and who possesses first-hand infor-
mation on the contracts entered into by the War Department, and which
are now being Investigated by you.

Major Watts's testimony before the Committee on War Expenditures,
of which T am a member, greatly assisted the committee in making the
findings which are now in your hands. His ﬂdeiit‘% to B::nciple was at
all times manifest, and his dismissal from the War partment fol-
lowed his activities in bringing the facts to light. After his discharge
he continued to interest himself in the various contracts, and, despite
rebuffs, endeavored without ceasing to interest high officials in safe-
gnarding the Nation’s rights under the agreements,

That his contentions have a basis in fact can not be disputed in
view of the recent action of your department in canceling the so-called
‘“harness contracts.”” This is one of the agreements to which Major
Watts entered forceful objections, and his knowledge of the facts would
be of immense value to you in the investigations of the entire matter.
His discharge from the War Department is a credit to him, and demon-
strates that he rﬁm and was anxious to divulge information which
would bring certain individuals to justice.

I respectfully urge that you place Major Watts on the rolls in your
department, and avail yourself of his valued aid.

Yours very truly,
ALBERT W. JEFFERIS, Member of Congress.

Mr. JerFeRis is a Member of Congress from Nebraska, and a
Republican. That is not all, Mr. President. Here is a very
interesting letter, indeed. Here is one from the Department of
Justice, dated Washington, D. C,, June 27, 1921. It is a memo-
randum for Colonel Goff, the great prosecutor, and reads:

In reagc nse to your inquiry as to the status of former Maj. W. O.
Watts ave to report the following :

Major Watts's assistance to the De
January of this year. The department
gating the contract with the United States Harness Co., and it was
]ear}ned that former Major Watts (and former Capt. George C, Bos-
son)—

By the way, he has been discharged also—

had recently testified before the Graham ecommittee relative to the
contract in question. On request from me Major Watts (and also
Captain Bosson) promptly responded. Major Watts had an intimate
knowledge of the conditions at the War Department as to personnel
methods, etc.,, and with g view to using him as a witness in the ease 1
made free use of information which he brought.

Listen to this:

Major Watts has been most useful to the department and you will
recall that I endeavored, with your apl{mval. to t Mr, cretary
Weeks, in _April, to reinstate both Major Watts and Captain Bosson in
the War Department in order to secure the help there of which the
Department of Justice was then sorely in need. You will probably re-
call that they were both appointed by Mr. Weeks, but the strong oppo-
gition to Major Watts caused Mr. Weeks—1 feel becanse he did not
fully understand all the circomstances—to revoke Major Watts's ap-
pointment 15 minutes after he bad made it.

Major Watts's great Interest in the case has eaused him to continue
to bring to the department much information which came to him from
former associates. As a matter of fact, I believe that no day has passed
gince Janua.{lv that Major Watts has not called at the department, and
the information which he has brought has been invaluable.

You will recall that I suggested to you, in view of the g‘reﬂt help
which Major Watts would be able to render in assisting in the prepa-
ration of the papers and securing further evidence for the eriminal
trial in the harness case—and several other cases which eve
will end In eriminal prosecutions and recovery of money—that I hoped

rtment of Justice be,

in
ad at that time been investi-

u would be able to i
Zontract with ‘the, hariies. compeny whes cancil i oD As the
could have used his full services to great advantage before this, bu
in view of the strong opposition at the War artment to h i
seemed wise to defer his appointment until certain parties at the
War Department could not use such appointment to prejudice our case,
While I have not all the evidence to establish the fact definitely, there
is no particle of doubt in my mind but that Major Watts was dis-
char from the Arm{ because he reported dishonest methods, and
his presence was unwelcome to some of the parties involved in the
harness case, through whose influence his discharge was bronght
about. Major Watts can not be too highly commended for his un-
tiring efforts to see that the right revaﬂm%. and this when he was
without inecome and has been compelled to go into debt for his actual
living expenses for months past.

This memorandum seems unnecessarily long, yet I feel that you wish
to know the various cireumstances, pnrfvlcular'ly a8 to the past gervices
rendered and to Major Watts's present needs, when you fix the amount
of his compensation.

CHAS. B. BREwxR,
Bpecial Assistant to the Attorney General.

The Attorney General now is rather hard put to it, when, in
order to shield himself from the righteous indignation of the
American people, he in an interview says that Major Watts
is trying to shield criminals, The man who would make that
charge, in the face of what the Attorney General knows the
facts to be, can not and will not retain the confidence of any
honest, intelligent American citizen anywhere, whatever his
political affiliations may be,

Daugherty is content to blacken Watts's reputation because
Watts would not acquiesce in the Attorney General white-
washing criminals who had robbed the Government. Watts
was discharged by the Attorney General, as he was discharged
by what these Republicans themselves say were corrupt inter-
ests in the War Department, for exactly the same reason—
because he would not condone crime. They drove him out of
the Army for be'ng honest. They drove him out of the Attorney
General's office because he would not sell his soul; and now the
Attorney General, to defend himself, attacks Watits's reputa-
tion. We love some men for the enemies they make.

The Attorney General has attacked Captain Scaife, who was
also a soldier, and is an honest officer. It is true that the Sen-
ator from Ohio [Mr. Wimxis] and myself were led into an
error. I thought that Captain Scaife had been discharged, but
that is not the fact. Captain Scaife says in a letter to me—
and the records show it—that he tried and tried and tried to
get the Aftorney General to prosecute certain eriminals and to
recover millions of dollars out of which the Government had
been defrauded. When the Attorney General would not act,
although the Attorney General knew the facts, because Scaife
talked to him about it, Scaife resigned from the department,
refusing to be a party to the conditions there existing. If that
is to his diseredit, I wish we had more who were willing to be
discredited that way.

These men are attacked by the Attorney General in this in-
terview, which he gave out yesterday; they are accused of try-
ing to throw up what the Senator from New Hampshire calls
a " smoke screen” to cover criminals.

These facts were put in the REcorp, except these letters, by
these two Republican Members of Congress. A Republican
Senator who knew about the facts considered that they should
be so used. So this disposes of that part of the Attorney Gen-
eral’'s plea that he is being persecuted to shield grafters. I
know that nobody believes—I know that the Attorney General
does not believe—these two Members of Congress of his own
party and these two soldiers were trying to shield grafters.
They had exposed themselves, however, to attack in order to
uncover grafters.

There is a letter in the Recorp which never has been an-
swered by the Attorney General. It has been in the Recorp
two months now. It charges that as soon as Jouxsoxw and
Wooprurr, the two Members of Congress, made these charges
against the Attorney General, he at once put Secret Service
agents on their“trail to try to frame them up. Among these
agents is a negro, who is his chauffeur, but whom he has on
his pay roll as an investigator. He put this negro to trailing
these two Congressmen, and had their mail searched, accord-
ing to that statement. In this open letter the Attorney General
was asked if he would deny it, and he never has.

If the Attorney General wants to be vindicated, to get the
kind of vindication to which he is entitled, T will furnish him
a witness who will testify that he has had Secret Service nien
trailing Members of the Senate; spying upon Members of the
House and Members of the Senate. If you gentlemen who de-
sire to defend the Attorney General want to submit to that
condition, it is up to you to do so. I do not intend to reveal
the name of this witness, because she has a place of employ-
ment in the Government, until the Attorney General wants an
investigation, and you Republicans are willing to have it.
Whenever he does, and you are willing, I will furnish a witness
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who will establish the faets; if’ things may be" established by
human testimony.

1 can.submit to this conditien: But I object rather seriously
to his putting a negro on our trail. I would. rather be trailed
by a white man, I think, however, a negro is a very worthy
representative of the man who put him on the trail of white
Members of Congress.

That is not all. The Attorney: General said in this inter-
view which he gave out yesterday that the country would not
lose confidence in the Department of Justice. Let me read it:

The various prosecutions of war fraud cases will be carried out as
expeditionsly as possibie, irrespective of these and other activities and
attacks which will be ex‘[bectﬁdt I have faith' that the' people of the
country appreciate the situantion. and have confidence in the Depart-
ment of Justice being fair, judicious, and effective,

Tet us see how much the Attorney General's faith in the
American people ought to be justified. Here is a letler which
went into tlie REcorp, being put.in the REcorp by Republicaa
Members of Congress and thereby vouched for, written. by a
former Army officer, a man whom the Attorney General had
appointed to office, but who would not stand for the frightful
conditions in that office, and resigned rather than to do it. He
makes this charge, and the Attorney General never has denied
it, though it has been a matter of public print since-the 15th
day of May, and this is the 24th day of May. I want to read
this letter again, which has been in the Reconp, because I want
the Senate to get its significance. It bears date May 5, 1922,
and is addressed to Hon. Roy O. Woobnrurr, House of Repre-
sentatives, Washington, D. . Roy Wooprurr is a Republican
Member of Congress. It reads:

Ay Dmap Mr. Wooproer: Before bringing to your attention m
memorandum to Col. Guy D, Goff, Acting Attorney General, dat
Mureh 18, 1922, and jnrorporated in yﬁur speech' to Congress on April
11, | desired: to be sure that Hon, H, M. Daugherty, the Attorn;f en-
eral. was personally acquainted with and fully informed as to all nrat-
ters involved in the sitmation at the Department of Justlee, In order
that he might act in the premises if he desired to do so.

I was ionformed that Col. T. B. Felder—

I have heard that name before—
wis a: yvery close personal friend of Mr. Daugherty, and I was brought
in contact with Colonel Felder and explained the sitpation to him and
requested him. to call the attention of the Attorney General to the
reports-that I had filed and to inform him that unless he acted T would
puesue the course indicated in the memorandum referred to,

That is, make it public. I would like to pause here long
encugh to say that the writer of this is a reputable lawyer, a
citizen of Seuth Carolina, who the Senator from South Caro-
ling [Mr. Dian] says is a man of unimpeachable integrity and
high character. He was working for the Government under
the appointment of the Attorney General. He had made in-
vestigntions and wanted to report to the Attorney General, but
he could not see the Attorney General. He had to hunt up a
man whose reputation is that of being a noterfous lobbyist, and
get to the Attorney General through Thomas B. Felder, instead
of going to his chief himself. He could not reach the Atterney
General, but had to reach him through Mr, Felder, the lobbyist,
the man whose picture has been painted in this Recorp until
everybody willi remember Felder; the man who wanted me to
waive my personal immunity so that my death might be has-
tened. After I had done so, he never has said a word to me.
He has disappointed the people who are to be the beneficiaries
of my life-insurance policies, because they expected to colleet;
but Pelder has not shown up yet. He went to Felder and
Felder got nccess immediately to the Attorney General. HHonest
people could not.

He: said :

The: next day—

That shows' that Felder could get Immediate action—

The next day I was called to the office of the Attorney General and
he stated to me that he had my reports before him, and I then ascers
tained . that he had been persounally acquainted with the sitaation,

The Attorney General stated. to me that he would call me into con-
ference on' the following Tuesday, but I heard nothing forther from
him, and: after waiting a sufficlent time to give him every opportunity
to act, I formally transmitted the matter to you, as is now well known.
I might add that I had never known Colonel Felder before meeting him
on this' oceagion amd for the purpose stated, and subsequent thereto
have: only seen him casually until last night.

Yesterday I had a, message from Colonel Felder to meet him in his
roomn at the Shoreham Hotel, which I did last night, and in the presence
of 'n witness I engaged with him in an extended discussion of condi-
tions in the Department of Justice, of which I had complained. I
stated to him that I bad no animus. against the Attorney General, but
that I felt most bitter against the conditions which he was permitting
in the Depsrtment of Justice. During the course of the conversation
Colonel Ielder stated that he had been retained as counsel for the
Dosch. Magneto Cov—:

That is, the old German owners—

and that he desired to assoclate me with him in the case. He told me
thit he had been with the Attorney Genem!.durinﬁ-.the afternoon: and
had gone into the motter with him fully and that the Attorney General

wiunted him to see me. He staled that the Attorney General had agreed
to conperate with' us and that be had also talked’ with Col. Guy' D.

‘Goff’ tor-an honr'and’a half during the afternoon and that everything
had. been proceed.

'y us to

Before leaving his room in the Shoreham Hotel Colonel Felder stated
that he was go to. spend the night with the Attorney General at
the Wardman Park Hetel and that they would talk abomt the matter
until 8 o'elock that night. Each time Colonel Felder broached the sube
Ject of my employment. I sghifted the su%llect,- and when we parted he
asked me to do nothing in mdy fight until he could see me next day.
When we parted Colomel Felder took a taxi for the Wardman Park
Hotel and asked-me to-join him that far out onm my way' home, but I
declined. This morning I received a letter from Colonel Felder notify-
ing me that I had been retained In the Bosch Magneto case, a copy of
which is hereto attached,

While: I think it is eminently proper that a suit should be Lrought to
set aside the Bosch- Maﬁnetn.sale, -and. while under ordinary circum-
stances I would have had no hesitation in being employed in the case
when Colonel Felder diselosed the fact that he had come to me from
the Attormey General and with the arrangements' that had beem sug-
ﬁestsd. the impropriety of the pr 11 ider reprehensible, and I

esire that you be acquainted with the facts. :

In order that there may beino misconception of my true position and
intentions in the matter in case I amr further approa » I am reduecing
%inég;eegninx statement to writing and will have this letter duly

Very truly yours; H. L. ScarFg,
SHOoREHAM HoTEL,
Washington.
DeAr CAPTATN ScAiFE: Am obliged to return to New York to-night.
Bnrlxi-g I did not see yon before- my departure. I expect to returm on
Monday or Tuesday next, when 1 will complete our tentative arrange-
ments. You may consider yourself retained in the Bosch Mf
We will discuss the details’ on my return.
Very truly yours,

The letter bears date of May 5, 1922.

Now, Mr. Presidént, I do not say what the facts are, Here
is & man by the name of Secaife, a former captain and for
whom the Senator from Soutlr Carolina [Mr. Drav] vouches as
a man of most unimpeachable integrity. He says Felder came
to him with the statement that he came at the request of the
Attorney General; that the Attorney General and Felder had
made up an agreement touching this matter about which an
investigation is presumed now to be going on; that they had
reached an understanding, the Attorney General representing
the Govermment and Mr. Felder representing the other party
hostile in interest. But the Attorney General, knowing that
Mr. Seaife was the man who had the information, made one of
the conditions of the settlement—that is what the language im-
plies—that Felder would get in touch with Scaife and employ
him

gneto case,
THos, B. I'RLDER,

Now, the Attorney General has not denied the statements
contained in that letter. I do not know what answer the At-
torney General could make unless to answer as he did yester-
day, that “ somebody is trying to keep him from deoing his
duty.” But no one would believe him if he thus answered.

I'say, Mr. President, if that letter goes unanswered it stamps
with corruption the administration of the Attorney General's
office that he can not escape. He has not answered yet. The
letter, placed there by a Republican Member of Congress, has
been in the Recorp now for more than two weeks. The Attor-
ney General's attention has been called to it, but he has never
dared to say that he did not have this corrupt understanding
with Thomas B. Felder, or that he did not send Felder to em-
ploy Captain Scaife. He owes it to himself, if e has any self-
respect, to tell what the facts are. He owes it to the President
of these United States, who named him as the head of the
Department of Justice, to clear up that incident. The Atftorney
General can not answer it by attacking Major Watts or Captain
Scaife or Congressman JoEnson or Congressman WOODRUFF
or me,

I am not trying to thrust myself into the forefront of this
plicture, although the Post this morning says I' am the one
answered. I presume the Post knows; but from a mere read-
ing of the Attorney General's interview no one could tell
whom he meant. Perhaps the Post was told confidentially by
the Attorney General that he was speaking of me. If so, I say
now, and I defy the Attorney General to refute it, that I have
not talked with a single man, woman, or child who is or was
interested in protecting a man, woman, or child from prosecu,
tion in war-graft cases or any other. I am not interested, never
have been, and never will be interested in the defenmse of any
man who corruptly defrauded his Government. I would not
accept employment as his attorney; I would not do anything in
fiis behalf. I am not interested; I never have been interested;
I never have talked with a man, woman, or child who is inter-
ested in such a defense. Nobody so interested has inspired me
to speak in this case. The Attorney General has his “nigger”
chauffeur that he pnts to spy us out. Let him take my state-
ment and verify it. I defy him to do it.

If the Attorney General will ask for an investigation, I will
help him get it, if he wants me to do so. He is also welcome to
every letter that has come to my office in this matter. He is
welcome to everything in my files. He may have everything
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I have that is connected with this case, and T now defy him to
ask the House to pass this resolution of investigation. If he does
not, and does not clear up the incident mentioned in the Secaife
letter, he stands convicted before the American people as a man
who has entered into a corrupt agreement touching a matter in
which the Government has a vital interest, and he is the
Attorney General of the United States. If his party will not
let him be investigated, with his party must rest the re-
sponsibility.

In this interview given out last night the Attorney General
asserts that those behind this criticism of him are actuated by
a desire to shield war grafters. If he included me in that
charge he uttered a malicious falsehood. I defy him to bring
his proof. He will not do it.

Everyone knows how I came into this case. It is not worth
while possibly to relate it again. But in the inferest of hon-
est history, although the record is clear, I am going to state it
again,

I was criticizing the President of the Unifed States for re-
fusing to see a lot of little children who had come a thousand
miles to beg for mercy for their fathers. The President had
that day seen two variety actresses, the tallest man in the
world, and the shortest man; he had seen every kind and
variety of man; he was at that time setting out to play a game
of golf with his close friend, and everybody knows who he is.
He would not see the children. I incidentally said that I pre-
suned if these children had had money, instead of merely hope,
so they could have employed an influential pardon attorney, as
the present Attorney General was before he was appointed as
Attorney General, and could have paid him $25,000, they would
have been able to see the President.

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsonx] thereupon rose,
and with some heat said that the Attorney General had had
nothing to do with getting Morse's pardon. I asked him how
he knew, and he said the Attorney General had told him so,
The colloquy went on until the Senator from Indiana—and
I have great respect for him and believe he told the truth—
said the Attorney General had told him he had nothing to do
with getting the pardon and absolutely never had anything
to do with it at all. It was embarrassing. I then looked up
the old newspaper files. I found that the Attorney General had
given out an interview in which he said that he had secured
this pardon. The controversy flarred up from time to time
when someone stirred it until finally the Senator from New
York [Mr. WapsworrTH]. in his anxiety to vindicate the very
“worthy " attorney from New York, Mr. Felder, put in the
Recorp a letter from Felder. I then read into the Recorp a
photostatic copy of Daugherty’s contract to free Morse and
another letter from Felder which showed how they freed
him. If they did not practice fraud on the Government, after
they learned that it had been done they condoned the fraud
by appearing in the defense of Morse to keep the Attorney
General from asking the President to revoke the pardon. That
is the history of the case, so far as I am concerned. The Attor-
ney General now says this attack is a smoke screen to deter
him from doing his duty.

I repeat that when the charges were made by WoobrUurr and
Joaxsox in the House, based upon information given them
by Major Watts and Captain Secaife, the Attorney General was
not doing anything, If any persons were interested in the de-
fense of war grafters, they could not have been made happier
than by this inaction of the Attorney General. He was doing
nothing, The statute of limitation was running. This aection
stirred him up. He may take action now. He wanted $500,000
to investizate the charges, and I want him to have it. I do
not know what use he will make of it. I do not know whether
he will give it to his “ nigger” chauffeur or not. He wanted a
special grand jury. I wanted him to have it; so did Rovan
Jouxson and Roy Woobrurry, both of them voting for his
propositions in the House. But the Attorney General now
insults the intelligence of the American people by saying that
these brave soldiers and Congressmen are actuated by a desire
to keep him from prosecuting the war grafters. That defense
will not be accepted by anyone except the feeble-minded.

THE TARIFF, -

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7T456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Secretary will state the pend-
ing amendment to the amendment of the committee.

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. In the amendment of the com-
mittee, in paragraph 213a, on page 37, line 10, after the word
“Amorphous,” the Senator from Colorade [Mr. NicHOLSON]

moves to strike out “10 per cent ad valorem” and to insert
“1 cent per pound,” so as to read:

Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined : Amorphous, 1 cent per pound.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado to the amend-
ment reported by the committee,

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, the amendment proposed
by me to the graphite schedule in paragraph 213a of the hill
as reported by the Finance Committee providing for the specific
rates of 1 cent per pound duty on amorphous graphite, 3 cents
per pound on lump, chip, and dust graphite, and 5 cents per
pound on flake graphite is offered because:

First. There are practically unlimited reserves of graphite
ore in the United States to meet the requirements of the country
under any circumstances,

Second. The American graphite is equal in quality to any
foreign graphite for any purpose, and superior to all foreign
graphites for some purposes.

Third. The American graphite mines have greatly reduced
production, and but few of them are now in operation.

Fourth. The rates asked will not increase the cost of graphite
products to the consumer in the United States.

Fifth. The manufacturers of graphite products are receiving
a great deal more than compensatory protection under para-
fraphkzlﬁ of the bill, and they can have no consistent complaint

o make,

Sixth. It is estimated that there are over $10,000,000 invested
in graphite mines and mills in the United States, which will
be practically entirely lost unless adequate protection is given
the industry.

Seventh. Graphite is a very important and necessary article
of commerce in peace times and an absolute essential in time
of war, and therefore the industry should not be allowed
to die.

Mr. President, graphite ore is found in 24 States of the
Union and also in Alaska. Considerable mining and develop-
ment have occurred in 12 different States, with some develop-
ment in the other States and in Alaska. In United States
Geological Survey Bulletin 666-L on graphite, Mr. Henry G.
Ferguson, of the survey, says, “ It will be seen that the United
States possesses a considerable reserve of crystalline graphite,
for the most part sumitable for ecrucible manufacture.” The
fact that we have ample reserves of graphite has never been
disputed by anyone and is conceded by all concerned.

The manufacturers of crucibles and other graphite products
who wish to continue their imports free and to maintain
their present position by means of the most degraded and ill-
treated labor on earth have persisted in the exploded argu-
ment that American graphite is inferior to foreign graphite
and will not do the work. All importers seem to use this same
threadbare argument in connection with whatever material
they are particularly interested in, claiming that all American
raw products are inferior and not to be compared with foreign
raw products. Their argument is absurd, unfair, and un-
patriotic and can be readily disproved in practically every
instance by anyone with a knowledge of the facts. When con-
fronted with the facts in the case of American graphite the
manufacturers of graphite products have the temerity to dis-
pute them in fhe most brazen manner, and they practically
argue that faets are not facts at all unless they favor their
selfish argument.

With regard to American amorphous graphite, of which
there are large deposits in Colorado and several other Western
and Southern States, the manufacturers of amorphous graphite
products have been reluctantly compelled to admit that the
physical properties and the chemical analysis of this material
are identical with the physical properties and chemical analy-
sis of the foreign amorphous. Every man who can reason
knows that when this is the case there can be no difference
between the two materials. DBut these manufacturers still
cry that the foreign material is “ different,” although they can
not show and have not shown wherein the foreign material
is “ different,” nor why. There are two firms in the United
States which admittedly own and operate amorphous graphite
mines in Mexico, where they went, of course, to get an advan-
tage over the American miner by way of the cheap labor to
be had there, and it is these two foreign investors who are
most strenuously objecting to the American miner receiving
enough protection on amorphous graphite to put him on some-
thing like an equal footing with the Mexican. These foreign
investors demand that, in addition to the advantage they gain
through the cheap labor of Mexico, they also be given the
advantage of free imports from that country, regardless of
what happens to our American mines, our American invest-
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meuts, and our American labor.
untenable,

With regard to Awmerican crystalline graphite, the opposition
to adequate protection on that grade of material comes from the
crucible makers, or, at least, from all the crucible makers but
one. These importing crucible makers also run true to form
and argue that American crystalline graphite is no good and
will not do the work, at least so far as crucible making is con-
cerned. They do admit, however, that for certain other pur-
poses, notably for lubrication, the American crystalline flake
graphite is the best in the world, but most of them do not make
lubricants. Some of the crucible makers have investments in
foreign graphite fields, although this was denied in testimony
given before the Finance Committee. In McRae's Blue Book
for 1921, on page 697, however, the advertisement of the very
crucible maker who made the denial clearly indicates that he,
at least, has such an investment.

There is, however, one American crucible-making company in
Buflalo, N. Y—the Electro-Refractories Corporation—which is
making and selling a graphite erucible and using no graphite in
the mixture except American flake. This company has abso-
lutely demonstrated the superiority of American flake graphite
for erucible use and their crucibles are standing an average of
85 heats to the crucible as against an average of 26 to 30 heats,
which is the most the crucible made from the best foreign
graphite will do. Because of the much longer life of the Amer-
ican graphite crueible the price to the consumer is less than
half the price of the foreign graphite crocible, even adding

. to the cost the full duty asked in my proposed amendment. It
is significant that this Buffalo company—to which the old-line
crucible makers do not care to refer—which is the only erucible-
making concern in the United States using all-American graphite
in its crucibles, is also the only one not opposing protection to
the graphite producers.

During the war, when foreign graphite was not easily obtain-
able, the Jonathan Bartley Crucible Co., of Trenton, N. J., made
a crucible of American graphite and American clay and ad-
vertised it and sold it to the American consumer as the best
crucible ever made.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. President, would the Senator
object to stating again the name of the New Jersey company to
which he has referred?

Mr. NICHOLSON. The name to which the Senator from
New Jersey has reference is the Jonathan Bartley Crueible Co.,
of Trenton, N. J.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank the Senator.

Mr., NICHOLSON. They represented this crucible as “a
trinmph of American skill, perseverance, methods, and mate-
rials over foreign materials.”

Mr. Guthrie, recently the practical head of the ecrucible-
making department of the Crucible Steel Co. of America, made
the open statement a number of times to a number of reputable
men, at a time when there was no discussion of a tariff on
graphite, that American flake graphite would make a perfectly
satisfactory crucible, and that he himself had demonstrated
that fact, Mr. Guthrie repeated this statement in his testimony
before the Committee on Mines and Mining, United States Sen-

" ate, Sixty-fifth Congress, H. R. 11259, page 284,

In 1917 a test was made by Mr. F'. P. Aschman, professor of
chemistry in the University of Pittsburgh, of a erucible devel-
oped by the Lava Crucible Co., which test was witnessed by a
number of brass and steel manufacturers of the Pittsburgh
district. The graphite used in this crucible was entirely Ameri-
can, and the crucible stood 70 consecutive heats of brass,

The fact that the Japanese, the English, the French, and the
German crucible makers have been making and are making
satisfactory crucibles out of flake graphite is further testimony
to the suitability of flake for the purpose.

But this Government itself has gone to the trouble and ex-
pense of finding out the truth of the whole matter, and through
the Bureau of Mines has absolutely demonstrated the supe-
riority of the American flake graphite for crucible use. Doctor
Stull, of the bureau, has made exhaustive tests with both
graphite and clay, and these fests have been entirely com-
pleted so far as brass melting is concerned. He reports that
the crucible made of American flake graphife and American
clay is superior to a crucible made of the much-vaunted foreign
graphite. The old-line crucible makers until quite recently
stoutly maintained that American clay was also no good for
crucibles, and that the clay had to be imported from Germany,
as it always had been before the war. Doctor Stull found
that, besides having the best graphite, we also have the best
clay for crucibles. He found two American clays for brasswork

LXTI—475

Their position is absolutely

and 13 American clays for steelwork that were better than the
German clays, The crucible makers have aeccepted Doctor
Stull’s verdict on the clay, but they refused to accept it on the
graphite. Why? Because the life of the American graphite
crucible is go much longer than the life of the foreign graphite
crucible that if they use the American graphite the American
consumer will not need to buy half as many crucibles; also
they wish to protect their foreign investments, They seem to
have no consideration for either the American producer or the
American consumer,

The American graphite mines have practically ceased produc-
tion and can not resume without adequate protection. Ma%y
of the mining companies, of which there are 53 in this country,
are in bankruptcy and thousands of miners and their wives and
families are in utter distress and have been in this condition
now so long that their story is pitiful in the extreme. We
should extend a helping hand to these people, even if the tarift
asked should add a few cents to the cost of manufactured
graphite products, which, however, it will not do. On the
grade of graphite which the crucible makers say must be used
in crucibles we are asking a duty of 3 cents per pound. The
Burean of Mines reports that, even if this full 3 cents is passed
on to the eonsumer, it will add only thirty-nine one-thousandths
of 1 cent a pound to the cost of the metal melted. This is in-
finitesimal and ean not be traced in any manufactured article.
But outside of the interests opposing the tariff on graphite,
where is the man in this country who would not be willing to
pay thirty-nine one-thousandths of a cent a pound more for the
steel in"a hammer or a saw—or in an automobile, for that
matter—in order that this industry may survive?

The rates asked in the amendment to the graphite schedule
are fair, and, if agreed to, there is no question that instead of
increasing the prices of graphite products fo the consumer the
prices will be reduced. In the case of an all-American crucible
taking 85 heats as against the present form of graphite crucible
taking 26 fo 30 heats, the advantage to the consumer in the
longer life of the American crucible can be readily seen. Even
with the full proposed tariff rate added, the American crucible
will cost less than half its present price, as has been shown in
the hearings. In the case of practically all other graphite
products the price can be reduced, will be reduced, and ought
to be reduced. Domestic production will be extended to the
limit of the demand, and this will be followed by such keen
competition amongst domestic producers that it will compel
proper and reasonable prices. If the present manufacturers
refuse to conform to the new conditions under this proposed
tariff and continue to charge their exorbitant prices, the oppor-
tunity will certainly invite manufacturing competition from
the producers themselves, and that will assuredly have the de-
sired effect. Give the producers a chance to get on their
feet and once again demonstrate the efficacy of protective
tariff.

For 50 years the importers and manufacturers of graphite
products have had their own way in this matter. During all
these years graphite has been on the free list and never has the
producer been in a position to name a priee for his product.
He has had to accept what the manufacturer offered or close
his mine. Even during the war a great many of the producers
lost money; but, according to Moody's Manual, the Joseph
Dixon Crucible Co. increased its surplus of $1,854,169 in 1914
to $4.976,570 in 1917 and paid 100 per cent on its capital, or
$2.000,000, in 1917. The history of the manufacture of graphite
products under protection has been success; the history of the
production of graphite under free trade has been failure.
To-day the producer could not get an offer for any grade of
his product; if he could, it would not exceed 8 cents a pound for
No. 1 flake and half a cent for dust. But what is the consumer
paying to-day? For crucibles he is paying exactly double the
pre-war price. For lubricants these packages will illustrate:

Here is a l-pound can of Dixon's No. 1 American flake
graphite and here is a half-pound can of Dixon's automobile
graphite. This invoice shows the purchase of these articles to
be of recent date, and the prices to be 75 cents a pound for the
flake and $1.50 per pound for the dust or powdered graphite.
The flake is exactly as it leaves the producer's refnery, with
nothing done to it at all, while the automobile graphite is dust,
and mostly the attrition or by-product from the manufacture
of the flake, which the producer tries to aveid as much as
possible.

I have here a slip showing the price paid for this product,
the purchase having been made here in the city of Washington,
It ‘gas bought from Barber & Ross, who ave the dealers in this
produet. ;

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President—-—
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Krerrose in the chair).
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senater from
Massachusetts?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator state the
domestic and the import price at the present time of crystalline
flake graphite? -

Mr. NICHOLSON. The domestic price and the foreign price,
of course, would be practically the same, because the article
is on the free list.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, How much does it sell for
per pound or per ton?

Mr. NICHOLSON. The latest information that I have on
that subject is as of January 7, 1922. The price on amorphous
was from half a cent to 2 cents a pound. That was the selling
price in the market as of January T, 1922,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Was that the domestic or
the imported artiele?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Both the domestic and the imported. Of
course, the domestie production would have to meet the foreign
price.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is a pretty wide vari-
ance—from half a cent to 2 cents a pound.

Mr. NICHOLSON. It depends on grade. The grades wvary.
There are three different grades.
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Different grades of flake?

Mr, NICHOLSON. Yes; three different grades of the ma-
terial.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator’s amendment
proposes to put a rate of how many cents per pound upon flake
graphite?

Mr. NICHOLSON. On graphite or plumbago, crude or re-
fined, amorphous, the committee placed a duty of 10 per cent
ad valorem., On the basis of the present selling price the pro-
tection would be two-tenths of a cent or one-tenth of a cent,
as the case might be. That would be all the protection that
that tariff would afford the miner, and I ask for 1 cent per
pound duty on that particular grade. I want a l-cent duty
instead of the 10 per cent ad valorem. My amendment pro-
vides for a specific duty instead of an ad valorem duty.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So I understand. What is
the specific duty that the Senator asks for on crystalliné flake
graphite?

Mr. NICHOLSON.
next.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes;
bracket in the paragraph.

Mr., NICHOLSON. The committee placed an ad valorem
duty of 20 per cent on that grade, and my amendment pro-
vides for a specific duty of 3 cents per pound.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Now the crystalline flake?

AMr. NICHOLSON. On crystalline flake, the Finance Com-
mittee placed a duty of 2 cents a pound, and my amendment
provides for a duty of 5 cents a pound; but I want to direct
the attention of the Senator to the price at which the manufac-
turer is selling this product—75 cents a pound and $1.50 a
pound when you purchase it from the manufacturer.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I understood the Senator to
say that the crystalline flake graphite was selling for from
one-half to 2 cents per pound.

Mr, NICHOLSON. Amorphous.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, The Senator proposes to
put a duty of b cents per pound upon that flake, so that the
prices—assuming that the duty is reflected in an increased
price of the domestic product—will be 53 cents per pound and
T cents per pound?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes; that will be about the price.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In other words, the Senator
proposes to increase the price of this flake graphite from 300
to 500 per cent?

Mr. NICHOLSON. No; I would not say it would increase
it 300 per cent. The crystalline graphite sells at 5 to 6 cents
a pound, The amorphous sells at the lower price, and the
erystalline flake and lump and chip sell at 3 cents a pound.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. The flake graphite is the
grade on which the Senator asks for the largest increase of
duty?

Mr., NICHOLSON. Yes; on the crystalline we ask for th
larger increase, :

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The crystalline flake?

Mr. NICHOLSON, Yes; the erystalline flake.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And that means that you
are going to incrense {Le price, if the duty is reflected in the
domestic price. by from 1530 to 200 per cent?

Crystalline lump, chip, or dust comes
that is the second

Mr. NICHOLSON. No; in no event will it increase the price
over 100 per cent. because if crystalline graphite is selling at
6 cents, and you add a 5-cent duty, you do not quite double
the price,

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator has said to me
that flake graphite was selling for 3 cents a pound.

Mr, SHEPPARD. Mr, President, 'will the Senator tell ns
what, in his opinion, would be the increase in price of these
various raw articles?

Mr. NICHOLSON. By adding this tariff?

Mr. SHEPPARD. As a result of the tariff the Senator pro-’

poses.

AMr. NICHOLSON. Replying to the Senator from Texas, I
can not see that there can be any increase to the consumer if
this tariff iz added, because of the fact that an exorbitant
price is being charged for this material now. As I have shown,
this material, costing anywhere from a cent and a half to 5 cents
a pound, depending on the grade of material, is selling at 75
cents to $1.50 per pound. Can any sane man reason that an
added tariff of this small arhount is going to increase the cost
to the consumer? 1 want to say frankly that if the Federal
Trade Commission were attending to its business this imposi-
tion would not be permitted upon the general public—this ex-
orbitant charge which is being made by the manufacturers of
graphite selling their product to the general publie.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Then the effect of the tariff will be to
compel the manufacturer to treat the miner with more fairness
in paying him for his article?

Mr. NICHOLSON. That is the idea—to protect the miner
against the cheap foreign product.

Under the proposed tariff the miner is trying to get a 7 or 8
cent market for this product that sells at 75 cents a pound,
and a 2 or 3 cent market for this product that sells at $1.50 a
pound. With this demonstration before our eyes can anyone
argue that with free trade in graphite either the producer or
the consumer has been fairly treated? No; the benefit has all
been to the manufacturing importer and the foreigner. I think
that answers the question of the Senator from Texas,

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I yield.

Mr. TOWNSEND. If it is true that the American manu-
facturer is charging these exorbitant prices, which ought to be
regulated, as the Senator suggests, by the Federal Trade Com-
mission, why is not this a most attractive investment for the
American producers of graphite?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Not for the miner. The Senator is cor-
rect so far as the manufacturer is concerned; but the miner
has ne means with which to build a manufacturing plant, and
the present condition does not help him as long as the raw
product which enters into the production of this material comes
from cheap foreign sources.

The opposition to adequate tariff on graphite is selfish and
utterly inconsistent. Under paragraph 216 of the bill the manu-
facturer gets 45 per cent protection on his crucibles and other
graphite products, which is an increase of 125 per cent over
what he has in the Underwood law. He claims he must have for-
eign lump and chip graphite for his crucibles, and on this grade
we are asking 3 cents per pound. Im a No. 70 erucible there are
17 pounds of graphite, which at 3 cents a pound means that the
producer would be protected on the graphite in it to the extent
of 51 cents. That is what the producer would get, and all he
would get, if the full 8 cents were added. Suppose the 3-cent
duty raises the price to the manufacturer from 7 to 10 cents,
and he has then to pay $1.70 for the 17 pounds of graphite in
the crucible? On this $1L.70 the manufacturer is to get 45 per
cent protection, or 764 cents, whereas the producer gets only 51
cents. This gives the manufacturer his compensatory protec-
tion on the graphite and 15 per cent besides; but the manufac-
turer gets much more. He gets his 45 per cent on the total
value of the erucible, which includes every single item entering
into its cost. This No. 70 crucible sells to-day for about 10
cents a number, or, say, $7 for the crucible, double the pre-
war price, with graphite half the pre-war price. The Japanese
crucible in competition has been selling for from 1 cent to 1%
cents per number less, or, say, $6 for the Japanese crucible,
Under the Underwood tariff of 20 per cent this would make
the Japanese invoice price $5. Figuring the 45 per cent on the
foreign value of $5 gives the manufacturer the handsome pro-
tection of $2.25 on this crucible as against the graphite pro«
ducers’ 51 cents. In other words, the manufacturer gets his
compensatory protection on the graphite in the crucible and
about 35 per cent besides with which to meet the Japanese com«
petition. Yet he is not satisfied and is unwilling that the pro-
ducer should have anything. These manufacturing importers
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are strong, well organized, and well financed, and, after having
matters all their own way with the consumer for 50 years, it
would be strange if they were not. They have circularized the
Senate, they have circularized and alarmed the foundry trade.
However, they cauglit a Tartar amongst the foundry men, a
man who went “ broke” in the attempt to make a living pro-
ducing graphite and who drifted into the foundry business.
They did not frighten him, because he happened to understand
the whole situation. His reply to one of their circulars is a
document of considerable human interest, which I send to the
desk and ask to have the Secretary read and to have it incor-
porated as part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER,
requested.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

TALLADEGSA, ALA., April 2§, 1920,

The Secretary: will read as

JosepH Dixox Crvcisix Co.,
Jersey City, N. J.

GENTLEMEN : We have your circular letter of the 17th instant urging
all buyers of crucibles to immediately get in touch with Congressmen
and Senators to oppose the proposed tarlff on graphite, and especially
the amendment offered by Senator NicHorsox providing a S-cent duty
on No. 1 flake.

We can not comprehend you. First, we would like to ask what is
the difference between the selllug price of croclbles now and in 1917-18,
when you were paying 15 cents and up for erucible graphite.

We understand that you are able to buy foreign graphite No. 1 at
D c'f'ntslz per pound and that you use these guotations against the Ameri-
can miner.

The stock arguments that foreign graphite is a necessity in crucible
making have been so thoroughly exploded by Goverument test and com-
mercial mannfacture that we will not recount them here, And this
fact leaves yvour opposition to a reascnable tariff resting solely vpon
the fact that yoor duty-free graphire is produced abroad by the most
degraded labor known to the world.

You are making a tariff-protected crucible frow raw materlal pro-
dueed by this unfortunate class of lubor, and you sell these crucibles to
;‘tmrriﬂm basiness men who look upon their employees as men and not

OEH,

youn go on grinding these unfortunate people deeper and deeper in
poverty and you ask us to help you inflnence Congress to pifher exter-
minate the American graphite industry or level its labor conditions te
that of Ceyxlon, where the dally wage rans from 10 cents to 20 cents.

We have in mind a sad picture with wlhich you are not unfamiliar ;
women, children, old men, and rr]lpples crawling in and out of holes
in the ground like human rats, br uiglu ont this graphite in baskets:
they are without decent clothing, , shelter, or homes; they are
without joy, hope, happiness, or education for themselyves or their

children. .

“1s it nothing to you'' that life like that is vivalent to death?
“Is it mothing to you" that yvonr profits are based on their degrada-
tion% *Is it nothing to {ou " that, at the call of our Government in
her time of peril, your fellow citizens put millions of dollars into the
development of the graphite mines of this country to meet Government
necessities? And are you now askiug us, your customers, to combine
and, through action of Congress, either wipe ont these millions or de-
;;iradc Aumerlcan manhood and womanbood to match conditions on for-
elzn soil?

You have bitterly fought any graphite tariff from the start, while
American mines have been caving In and American mills ruosting into
disuse and decay. You have used the misfortunes, poverty, and degra-
dation of forelgn labor as a bludgeon to Leat to his knees the American
grnphlte miner, and now, as Congress evinces g disposition to give a

ghting show, you rush into the mails to corral your customers in a
zeneral onslaught to block out such a possibility.

If the action you urge means anything. it means death to the Ameri-
can mines, To live they must abolish our-child labor laws; they must
refuse every comfort that distinguishes our free men from the serfs of
poverty and degradation that df your Ceylon graphite from holes in
the ground by hand; th must teach their labor to live in hovels
instead of homes, and to dle a thousand deaths in the living of a single
life. We must send our women and children and old men into the mines
to work, unskilled, unclothed, unfed, and uneducated Dbecause under-

ald. We must debase gur labor to the level of the Far East, grind
hem in poverty, orance, hopelessness, and death that you may buy
your raw material of a people of that sort and sell your proiected
crucibles to a people of our sort.

We write this to say that if you are engaged in a campaizn of that
kind you will have to go without us; if yvou think you ecan influence
Congress to kill the graﬁh.lte industry of America for your trade benefit,
we, for one, do not believe you can suceeed. If yon should succeed,
bear in mind that the records are being kept and that more potenr than
the saving of a few cents a number on erucibles is the wrath of an out-
raged and devastated industry that has as much right to life as has
the making of crucibles.

Respectfully yours,

By

Mr. NICHOLSON. There is a larger investment in graphite
mines and mills in the United States than in factories making
graphite products. 1If investments are to be considered, this
fact is entitled to its proportionate consideration. A large part
of the investment in graphite mines and mills was made at
the urgent appeal of the Government during the war. Foreign
graphite was meeting the demand when the world was at peace,
but when war came the foreign supply was unequal to the
demand and we were compelled, in large measure, to look to
our own resources for these supplies, Fortunately, we had the
graphite at home, and the war situation was fully met by our
own mines and miners. Are we now, for the sake of a few
foreign investments and a hitherto privileged class, to destroy
this industry that did its full part in helping to win the war,

TALLADRGA Fouxpry & MacHixk Co.,
W. B. Lapp.

or are we to protect this industry that protected us by the con-
tinned production of war essentials®? While there are many
industries in this country receiving the benefits of a protective
tariff none is more deserving of consideration than the graphite
mining industry.

If this amendment is agreed to—and I earnestly hope it may
be—we will not only save this key industry and safeguard the Na-
tion, but we will also have better and cheaper graphite products
in this country without injury to any existing industry, and we
will give employment to thousands of people in those States in
which the graphite mines are located, which employment will
build up prosperous communities, thereby creating additional
home markets for the products of the farm.

Mr., TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I would like to speak to
those Senators who are interested in the subject; but I feel that
I can not do it. I do not feel, however, that I ought to let this
opportunity pass without expressing my views on this subject.

I am a protectionist. 1 believe in adequate protection. T
believe in encouraging American industry. I believe, however,
that that principle involves generally the protection of such
industries as ought to be encouraged in the United States, with
the hope that eventually, under proper development, they can
meet the demands of this country by being placed on equal
terms with their foreign competitors.

I realize that at this time, however, we are legislating under
most unusual and unnatural conditions. The industries of the
country have been and are greatly disturbed. It is almost an
impossiblity to determine the difference in the cost of produc-
tion here and abroad, and therefore I have voted for some
amendments because there was indicated to me the need of a
duty to protect the American producer in this country, and
especially American labor.

I am not departing from that principle when I oppose not
only the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
Nicrorsox], but the amendment of the committee in the bill
now before us. I not only believe it will encourage no legiti-
mate industry but T also believe that the placing of a duty upon
amorphous graphite will not promote any legitimate industry
in our country. 1 believe, in fact, that it will add to the
expense of amorphous graphite products, without any compen-
sating good to any producer of graphite in the United States.

I propose to confine my remarks solely, or largely so, to the
question of amorphous graphite. I have not gone into an in-
vestigation of the other varieties of graphite, and therefore
shall not attempt to speak with any authority on those matters.

It is a fact, as stated by the Senator from Colorado, that
graphite has been on the free list for at least 50 years. If the
profits of this concern are as great as those named by the Sen-
ator from Colorado, I am at a loss to understand why more
concerns have not entered this industry in the United States,
If I have been correctly informed, amorplious graphite, such as
is used in the manufacture of paints, brushes, blacking, and
=0 forth, can not be obtained in the United States, the state-
ments of the Senator from Colorado to the contrary notwith-
standing. I believe that he has been misinformed.

Up in Saginaw, Mich., is located what is known as the United
States Graphite Co. Tt has been in business for 30 years. It
owns mines of graphite in Mexico. It has been operating those
mines for many years, but it costs that company more under
existing law to get its graphite from its mines in Mexico than
it would to purchasge the American produect here at home, It
costs over $16 per ton freight to ship it from Mexico to Sagi-
naw. The company realizes that this is a very great rate. It
has tried for years to obtain in this country a produet suitable
to its uses,

A few years ago the Saginaw company went out into Colo-
rado and took an option on one of the best mines of that State,
This option permitted it to purchase property for about 5 per
cent of what its investinent is in Mexico to«lay. It could ship
that product at about $9 per ton from the Colorado mines to
Saginaw. It obyiously would be a saving to this company if it
could use American graphite. Under the contract it shipped
hundreds of tons to Saginaw,. It tested that graphite very thor-
oughly, because it evidently was for its finaneial interest to use
the Colorado graphite if it conld be used. As the Senator from
Colorado says, it analyzes practically the same as the graphite
from Mexico, only it is less rich in carbon or graphite than the
Mexican product. But when the company attempted fo use
the material in the manufacture of its manufactures, it found
that it did not fill the qualifications required for amorplhous
graphite and it could uot use it. I repeat, sir, that the com-
pany obtained an eption from the Colorado company for its
mine and it desired to wuse that product in the interest of
economy, but the preduct did not measure up to its necessury
specifications and qualities,
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Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
an interruption?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I have here a letter dated September T,
1918, from the United States Graphite Co., of Saginaw, Mich.,
in which they make this statement.:

We might, however, if yon intend to operate the mines, place

considerable order for gra hite ore, provided, of course, & sa
contract ean be arranged between us.

That makes no complaint as to the material.

We would not be interested in the purchase of your graphite property
at the price which has been named.

As to the quality, there is no objection raised in the letter
and no indication that the graphite is of an inferior grade or
character.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am repeating the facts as they exist.
They did get an option on the mine. They did ship more than
a hundred tons from the mine to Saginaw. The product was
not fitted for their uses. This concern manufactures high-grade
products. It has established a market all over the world be-
cause of the character and gquality of its products. It shipped
from Saginaw even over to Japan large quantities of amorphous
graphite, Japan could probably obtain their amorphous graphite
more cheaply from Austria and other countries, but they find it
is better for them to purchase the Saginaw amorphous graphite
as manufactured there because of the character and quality of
the material in the pencils and the other articles which they
manufacture out of graphite.

So, if I believed what the Senator from Colorado says, that
this is a proposition to compete with the cheap labor of India
or of Mexico, I could agree with him in feeling that we at least
ought to have the amendment offered by the committee. But I
can not agree with him, because from all the investigations that
I have made of the matter I know it is more expensive to the
Saginaw concern to own, mine, and ship its own products from
Mexico than it would be to purchase the product in the United
States if it could be obtained here, and the proposed amend-
ments by the committee will not aid a single manufacturer, a
single laborer, or a single consumer in the United States.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt
him again?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes.

Mr. NICHOLSON. In order to acquaint the Senator with
some further facts in connection with the shipment from Colo-
rado, I will say that there were 27 cars shipped, as stated in
the wire of March 22. Twenty-seven cars at 40 tons to the car
would exceed 1,000 tons. When the 27 carloads had been used
they were still willing, if they could make a satisfactory con-
tract, to continue the use of the Colorado product ; but of course
it maturally followed that the product which was mined in
Mexico could be obtained more cheaply than the Colorado prod-
uct. There is nothing here to show that the Colorado ore is of
an inferior grade in any way. There were over 1,000 tons
shipped to their factory, and at the completion of the use of the
thousand tons of course they were looking, as it appears to me,
for a cheaper contract, and they obtained it in Mexico.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the SBenator have anything of record
that indicates they were satisfled with the Colorado product?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes., I read it again:

“We might, however, If you intend to operate the mines, place quite
a considerable order for phite ore, provided, of course, a satisfactory
contract can be arran tween us,

They were still willing to continue to use the Colorado
product.

Mr, TOWNSEND, There are certain products which can be
made from American graphite, and which are being made from
it. The higher qualities of graphite, however, needed for the
products I have mentioned ean not be obtained from American
amorphous graphite. If they can be obtained in the United
States, then the facts have been misrepresented to me. I have
confidence in what has been told me and therefore I am argu-
ing the case.

As I stated, the United States Graphite Co., at Saginaw, uses
about 65 per cent of the amorphous graphite that is shipped
into the United States. If we impose a tax of 1 cent a pound,
of course, which to me is unthinkable, I must admit that the
cost of these products will either be increased to the public or
they will be made of an inferior character or quality. There is
no other way to meet it. If we put a 10 per cent duty, as
proposed by the committee, I do not think it will materially
interfere with the business of the concern. I think it will add
some expense, but that would be simply a revenue duty, and
that alone, and it would take from this company about $15,000
a year, which lost $70,000 on its business last year.

te a
ctory

2

If we are going to place the tax on a revenue basis, perhaps
this is the proper place to put it. If we are going to impose a
tax upon one concern which will pay from 65 to 80 per cent of
the entire tax, then place it here. But in doing that we will
have departed from the policy which I have always advocated
and in which the party has believed, namely, that we favor
duties for protection with incldental revenue. I think it would
be unjust to this concern to impose a tax which will be of no
benefit—I insist that it would be of no benefit—to any man,
woman, or child in the United States. There is no benefit that
can come from it, as it seems to me, and so I have felt, in per-
fect consistency with my advocacy of a protective tariff, that
this article, amorphous graphite, ought to be on the free list,
where it has been for 50 years.

The imposition of a duty on amorphous graphite wounld be of
no benefit to anybody in the world unless to a number of
brokers in the country who have been exploiting the amerphous
deposits all over the United States.

They have been exploiting these mines. They are naturally
anxious to have them made important for speculative purposes,
I am not interested in that. All I am interested in is in con-
serving and serving the best interests of the American people
and all of them. I am for the protection of American indus-
tries because I think that means the good of all the people. I
am opposed to a tariff for revenue only. In that respect I
differ from Senators on the other side of the aisle. So, believ-
ing and knowing that this is purely a revenue item which
always enhances the price to the comsumer, where there is
no legitimate competition, of course, if we add a duty we in-
crease the price. In a protective tariff we create competition
and thereby tend to lower the price, as has been the history
of tariff legislation from the beginning.

So, Mr. President, svithont desiring to injure any legitimate
industry in the country and protesting that the proposition
which I submit is one which would not injure any legitimate
industry, I am strongly opposed to the amendment offered by
the Senator from Colorado, and I shall vote for the amendment
which I have presented, namely, to strike out ** amorphous, 10
per cent ad valorem.” I do not care to discuss the other branch
of graphite because, as I said, I know very little about it.

Mr. NICHOLSON. May I ask the ‘Senator from Michigan
another question?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Does the Senato.r contend that there is
not sufficient amorphous graphite in the United States to meet
the needs and the demands of the graphite manufacturers?

Mr. TOWNSEND. I do,

Mr. NICHOLSON. Is that the Senator's position?

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is. I .contend that there is mot the
guality of amorphous graphite in the United States which
meets the demand for production of certain material or certain
goods which are made in the United States. There is no ques-
tion about there being a vast amount of graphite in the United
States, and if these people are as hard up as they say they are,
and it can be produced more cheaply than graphite can be
shipped into this country from abroad, then why is it not be-
ing used now? Why do we need protection to get this cheaper
product, this equally good product as they say it ia. into our
American manufactures?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSHEN obtained the floor. :

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me for another brief statement?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield to the Senator from Colo-
rado.

Mr, NICHOLSON. I wish to call the attention of the Sena-
tor from Michigan to the report by the Unmited States Tariff
Commission for the use of the Senate Committee on Finance
concerning the question of graphite:

The United States has heretofore not been considered independent in
the matter of erucible graphite. Crucible makers, who use about 15,000
tons a year, have insisted on having Ceylon graphite. Montana pro-
duces a graphite that has been accepted by crucible manufacturers as
equal to Ceylon material. The quantity nltimately available has not
heen proved, but may be sufficient to ¢ domestic demands for

Em It would appear that crucihles properly made from Ala-
‘!;Pnnt:la h{ake will give as good service as those made from the Ceylon
i . o

That is from the Tariff Commission.

Mr. TOWNSEND. As T said a moment ago, I am mot dis-
cussing the crucible situation. Buot this is a fact which the
Senate ought not to forget: During the years from 19138 up until
this year, inclusive, there have been shipped into the United
‘States from abroad only about 66,000 tons of graphite.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Just a moment, if the Senator from New
Jersey will yield to me to reply to the statement made by the
Senator from Michigan——
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I yield,

Mr. NICHOLSON. The imports in the year 1916 into the
United States were 42,930 tons. In 1917 imports were 42,577
tons, and the foreign product was produced by the very cheapest
labor in the world.

Ar. TOWNSEND.
Mr. President.

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Senator from Colorado yield before
he takes his seat?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I believe I have the floor. I
yielded to the Senator from Colorado, and I now yield to the
Senator from Alabama.

Mr, HEFLIN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I did not know
he had obtained the floor. However, I wish to ask the Senator
from Colorado a question. In 1917 and 1918 the imports of this
commodity fell off considerably, did they not?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir.

Mr. HEFLIN. What was the reason for that?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I take it that the situation in Mexico
was the principal reason.

Mr. HEFLIN. In 19819 and 1920 did as much of the foreign
product come in as in the two or three years prior to that time?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Does the Senator refer fo imports in
19167

Mr. HEFLIN. I refer to imports.

Mr, NICHOLSON. The imports were larger in 1916 and
1917,

Mr. HEFLIN. Then they fell off in 1918 and in 1919?

Mr. NICHOLSON. In 1918 and 1919 they fell off, and also
in 1920.

Mr, HEFLIN. What was the reason for that?

Mr. NICHOLSON, I suppose there was a decline in the
trade of the country to some extent, which may have accounted
for it.

Mr. BURSUM. I suggest that, perhaps, the disturbed condi-
tion in Mexico might have had a great deal to do with the
amount of exports from that country. While the rebellion and
revolution were on down there probably there would not be a
great quantity of exports.

Mr, HEFLIN. At that same time our Government was en-
couraging the industry here at home, was it not?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir; the Government was encourag-
ing the industry at home.

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, have the imports become so large that
the home industry has shut down?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I do not know that the imports have be-
come so large, but the foreigners are able to ship their mate-
ridls so cheaply to our shores that the American miner can not
compete with the foreign labor.

Mr. HEFLIN. Then the imports that have come in are so
cheap that they have caused the American industry to close
down?

AMr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir; absolutely. There are but few
graphite mines in America to-day in operation.

Mr, SMOOT. T will say to the Senator from Alabama——

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr,; President

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. During the years 1920 and 1921 meost of the
mines in the United States were closed. At the same time not
many crucibles were manufactured, because there was not the
ordinary demand for them. The graphite is used very largely
for the manufacture of crucibles, from 45 to 50 per cent of
the graphite produced, not only in the United States but in the
world, being used for that purpose. For instance, in the
State of Utah we had few mines operating; nearly every one
was closed. The great copper mines were closed down and
most of the lead mines were cloged down; only a very few of
them were operating. During that time there was not the
demand for crucibles, and there being no demand for crucibles
there was not such a demand for the graphite.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator believes now that there should
be some tariff tax rate placed on imports of graphite?

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want to take the time to discuss that
guestion while the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FrELING-
HUYSEN] has the floor,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President, I, of course, oppose
the rates of duty proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
Nicuaorsox] in his amendment to the committee amendment.
The rates proposed by the Senator from Colorado may be fully
justified by present conditions, but the committee, in making
these rates, recognized that the world's markets were abnormal.
Foreign graphite is cheaper than ever in the history of the in-

I am speaking about amorphous graphite,

dustry, whereas American costs, when mines were last operated,
were fully 10 cents per pound.

Mr. NICHOLSON. That was the war cost, was it not?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Undoubtedly that was the war
cost.

The committee felt that the American cost would eventually
be reduced to less than 6 cents per pound. It also believed, and
still believes, that the normal price for Madagascar graphite,
which now is sold for 3 cents or less per pound in New York,
which is an abnormally low price, will come back to 4 cents or
thereabouts.

There are three qualities of graphite. There is the amor-
phous, which is imported principally from Mexico, although I
understand there are deposits of amorphous graphite also in
Colorado and Alabama and to some extent in Montana. There
is the lump graphite, all of it imported by one company, which
comes from Ceylon, and is produced by the cheap labor men-
tioned in the highly characteristic outburst from Mr. Ladd,
of the Talladega Foundry & Machine Co., of Alabama. Then
there is the Madagascar flake, which comes very directly in
competition with the American product from the mines that
are located in the State of Alabama.

The committee was confronted with this situation: Under
the Payne-Aldrich law and the Underwood-Simmons law all
classes of graphite were free. The Fordney bill places a
duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on amorphous graphite, 10 per
cent on the crystalline lump, and 10 per cent on the flake,

People from Alabama came before the committee and asked

| that a duty of 5 cents per pound be placed upon flake graph-

ite, which is produced in Alabama. The committee con-
sidered the cost of the imported article, now 4 cents a pound,
and figured that 2 cents a pound was ample duty. The Mada-
gascar flake is selling to-day in New York at 4 cents a pound.
The committee put a duty ©f 2 cents a pound on the erystalline
flake to protect the industry in Alabama.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. Is it not a fact that the graphite produced
in Ceylon is produced by naked Polynesians?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes; that is true, Mr. President.

Mr. STANLEY. By slaves?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I refuse to yield further for an
interruption of that kind.

Mr. STANLEY. One moment. I should like to have the
Senator state just what wages they receive. Graphite, as I
understand, is produced in the United States by cultured Amer-
ican citizens, and I am grieved beyond measure to hear the greak
defender of American labor from New Jersey pleading in behalf
of a powerful corporation, one of the richest in the world, the
Steel Trust and other trusts, in an endeavor to take the bread
and meat and milk from the mouths of American labor and
give the work to Polynesian slaves who toil for about 3 cents
a day. Oh, I can nof stand it, Mr. President; I must leave;
I am overcome with herror and grief. [Laughter.]

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, DMr. President, the crystalline flake
graphite which comes from Madagasear, as I have said, is sold
at 4 cents a pound. The committee placed a duty upon it of
2 cents a pound, which is equivalent to 50 per cent ad valorem.
Now, the Senator from Colorado asks that a duty of 5 cents a
pound be imposed upon that type of graphite, which is selling
for 4 cents,

The representative of one of the manufacturing industries—
and it was the one in Michigan—which uses amorphous graphite
said to me that they counld buy the Colorado graphite at $10
per ton, with a freight to Michigan of $9 per ton added, and
yet they had to use Mexican grahphite and pay $17 freight
rate from Mexico hecause the physical qualities of the Colorado
graphite were not satisfactory for use in connpection with their
product.

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky in his outburst——

Mr. BURSUM, Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
moment?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.
Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. What was the character of the Colorado
graphite? Was it in the ore or was it concentrated?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 presume it was concentrated.

Mr. BURSUM. Why was the Mexican graphite worth more?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Mexican product was worth
more because its physical gualities rendered it suitable for
manufacturing the products of the Michigan concern while the
Colorado graphite was not. It was of such low physical quali-
ties that the Michigan manufacturer could not use it.

I yield to the Senator from Ne\i
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Mr. BURSUM. Was it not because there was a higher per-
centage of graphife in the ore?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, No.

Mr. BURSUM. That does not correspond with the statement
made by the Senator from Colorado and the analogy which has
been made between the American and the foreign product.

AMlr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. President, there is a great deal
that does not correspond with the statements of the Senator
from Colorado.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from
New Jersey yield for a moment?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Yes.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I take it from the statement made by the
senior Senator from New Jersey that he claims that the Amer-
fcan graphite is inferior and can not be used by the crucible
makers. Is that his contention?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No. Some of the domestic product
is used after being mixed with the amorphous and the crystal-
line lump.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Now, I should like to read for the informa-
tion of the senior Senator from New Jersey an advertisement
which I find in the Mining and Scientific Press, which reads as
follows:

Bartley erucibles should be made your standard. First, hecause they
are made of American materials.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President, I will read a com-
munication from Jonathan Bartley, president of the Bartley
Crucible Co,, dated March 25, 1922, He was sent certain ques-
tions by the American Mining Congress regarding graphite. To-
the gentlemen who sent the letter he replied as follows :

When I first read your letter it was in my mind to positively refuse
your request, on the ground that “ it was no quarrel of mine,” because,
so far as 1 am concerned, it does not make any difference whatsoever
how high a tarif might be put on. But after giving the matter more
careful consideration, and hnving before me the memory of more than
33 years' association with graphite interests, I bave changed iny mind,
and here is what I have to say about these * graphite facts,” as this
paper calls them : g 2

3y actnal count there are 19 reasons given in this propaganda to be
presented to the Senate Finance Committee to show them why this
tariff should be placed on graphite, but there are only 5 that really
state any specific reasons, and the statements contained in these |
are so ?nlpab]y false and misleading that I shall confine myself to
them only, the other 14 being mere “ bunk " and unworthy of notice.

Paragraph 4 reads, * That the Amrerican deposits of graphite are ade-
quate, both in qunantity and quality, to supply any domestic consamp-
tion,” and Inasmuch as paragraph 6 reflects the same statement, I will
quote it and answer bCILE at the same time, Parngrnrh 6 reads, “ That
recent experiments establish the superiority of American graphite over
all_foreign graphite for erucibles.”

To the uninitiated, who have never experienced the trials and tribu-
lations of the graphite crucible mmker, statements of this kind might
ecarry a certain force on account of their boldness, but with one who
carries the sears of many hard-fought battles In the crucible fleld they
stand out as utterly absurd and ridiculous. Furthermore, the person
who wrote these paragraphs must have known when he wrote them
that he was misrepresenting open facts that only require observation
and a small amount of ordinary reasoning to understand.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a
question?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No: I am quoting from the letter,

Mr. NICHOLSON, 1 want to quote from the same gentle-
man the Senator is quoting from.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. All right; the Senator can do so
after I have finished reading this letter and one other.

There are 13 operating crucible plants in the United States to-day,
and some of them have been in operation nearly 100 years. Every one
of these 13 plants has experimented largely to produce a serviceable
crucible from domestic graphite., Thounsands of dollars have been spent
in this direction without satisfactory results, and they are all nsing
(’eylon graphite to-day, notwithstanding the fact that they can buy
the domestic product at a lower price. I want to ask you this simple
question : Would you consider a man sane to go 10.000 miles away and
pay 50 per cent more for a raw product if he could buy an equally good
produoct at his door?

T shall not read all of the letter, but it is signed by Jonathan
Bartley.

Mr. President, I do not want any controversy with the Sena-
tor from Colorado. He is trying to protect the product of his
mines in Colorado. oy

Mr. NICHOLSON. No; the mines of the citizens of Colorado.

My, FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand; in representing the
State the Senator represents it in a possessive way. Everyone
does, and it is perfectly justified, The question is as to the
percentage of duty. We have given practically 10 per cent,
which is more or less a revenue duty, because these foundry
men will not use the domestic product. They will use the flake

graphite and mix it with the imported produet for crucible
making and for other purposes.

The Senator from Kentucky spoke of this great trust, the
United States Steel Corporation, the Crucible Steel Corpora-
tion. I do not think they manufacture or use graphite. They
use the crucibles, but there is no trust. There are probably 30

or 40 concerns in this country using this product; and I have
here numerous letters from manufacturers protesting against
this rate, or an extension of it, as too high. I am going to put
them in the Recorp, but I want to read to the Senator from
Colorado just one letter, which I think clearly and without
prejudice expresses the opinion of the manufacturers in regard
to a high, excessive duty on this product. This is from J. H.
Gautier & Co., manufacturers of black-lead erucibles, Jersey
City, N. J., dated April 4. They say:

We recognize the difficult position in which the committee has been
ﬂaced in endeavoring to meet the conflicting views of opposing indus-

ies, and especially the desire to advance certain protective efforts
without penalizing established industries,

The claim that the ;fr:(})hite-crucihle industry is selfish in its op-
position to a duty appli on graphite is not based on facts. The
necmsit;{ at one time during the stress of the World War required us
to use domestic gmphite to an extent which was impractical, and the
work performed by the Bureau of Mines in an effort to determine the
value of the domestic graphite for crucible ggrposes has not been car-
ried far encugh to demonstrate conclusively the value of domestic flake
for crucible purposes, We had been using domestic graphite to the
limit of its value for 20 years and never had been able to produce a
crucible of mmz)rtitive value with a larger proportion of domestic
product. It is ridiculous to assume that we would prefer to go around
the world for a product if it eould be found at our own door.

Another argument introduced by the domestic producers which would
carry a lot of weight if not understood—that is, the fact that one
manufacturing company is using 100 per cent of domestic graphite in
their crucibles. It would be interesting to know what percentage of
graphite the{ do use, Our crucibles contain practically 50 per cent
of graphite, but the crucible referred to above we understand i{s manu-
factured principally of silicon carbide, an article that is either pro-
duced in this country or imported from Canada free. Would we not
be warranted in assuming that it would be of advantage to them to
have our material taxed if it widened the difference between production
costs of our cruc.bles?

We hesitate to bring more fallacies to your attention, but if you
wish we cau fruthfully refute many of the statements which have been
introduced to influence the Senafe Finance Committee in reaching a
decision favorable to a high tariff on graphite.

For revenue purposes a tax may be required, but to provide protee-
tion to the domestic producers would not necessitate the assessment of
high rates which would increase the cost of the material that is re-
quired for crucibles, and so jeopardize the existence of the already
established crucible industry, employing more labor and capital than
can -ever be ex{mctetl to be employed in the production of graphite in
the United States.

It is not our intention to prolong the discussion, and if the Senate
Finance Committee concludes to apply the rates of 10 per cent on amor-
phous, 20 per cent on lump, chl{l. and dust, and 2 cents a pound on
erystalline flake, these duties will be carried into the cost of the cruci-
ble and absorbed by the public generally; but it can never force a
manufacturer to employ an ingredient in his manufacture that will be
a detriment to quality produetion.

Please keep in mind that we ourselves could only use a limited quan-
tity of domestic product at any cost, and whatever duty is fixed on
flake will equally affect all othér grades in costs to us. We candidly
think & dutfy will rather help toward an elimination of the use of
erucibles and & consequent reduction in demand for flake graphite,
Why penalize the other industries using graphite for all kinds of pur-
poses to enable a few producers of flake to get a higher price on a
small part of their product from a small number of possible users?

I want the Senator to listen to this:

The domestic producers prior to 1914 made profits on 5-cent and
6-cent graphite, notwithstanding the statements now made that it costs
10 cents a pound to produce, and some of the present producers seem
to be able to offer graphite at 4 cents and 5 cents, and we inclose a
circular letter with one parsgraph marked, to illustrate what we are
trying to explain.

We want to be perfectly fair in every way and take a broad view of
the situation, but it is difficult to let things like this be put over with-
out giving you the data that will help you in solving problems ‘like
the graphite one,

I ask that these letters—not from any trust, certainly not
from the Steel Trust, but from reputable concerns, small manu-
faeturing concerns using graphite—be printed in the RECORD,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. PHIPPS, Mr, President, will the Senator yield for just
one moment?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. T yield.

Mr. PHIPPS. Before the letters go into the Recorp T will
ask the Senator if he will kindly turn to the circular letter re-
ferred to in the one he just read and read us the paragraph
that is marked.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.
it in my files,

Mr. PHIPPS, I want to know what they were advertising
that they would sell the material for.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. 1 will supply that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letters re-
ferred to will be printed in the REcorb.

The letters are as follows:

I do not find that. T will look for

CarTERET, N, J., April 1, 1922,
Hon. JosgrH L. FRELINGHUYSEN,
United States Senator from New Jersey, Washington, D, C.

My Dear SeNATOR: I am writing you in the ho that you will have
the manufacturing consumers in mind when e tariff question on
Ceylon graphite comes up in the Senate.

Wkile favoring home products in all its branches, we feel the Amer-
ican graphlte interests are going too far in insisting on a 20 l)er
cent duty on Ceylon graphites, this in view of the fact that the Ceylon
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product is indispensable for use in the manufactore of foundry facings
and erucibles, of which we, among others, are very large consumers.

We thoroughly believe that this product should enter free, but if
‘there must be a tariff it should not exceed 10 per cent ad valorem.

An excessive tariff on Ceylon will increase the costs of brass and iron
making, which costs will naturally be p d to the cc at a time
when ;;blam trying to reduce costs and get to a pre-war basis as early
as e.

e respectfully selicit your cooperation.
Yours very truly,

WaeELER CoNDENsSER & EneiNeemine Co.,
F. J. ScHAFFER, Purchasing Agent.

Imswy City, N, J., April §, 1922,
Hon, Josern 8. FRELINGHUYSEN,
United States Senate, Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SexaTor: Permit us to thank you very much for your cour-
teous attention of the 24 In regard to the pro tion to tax graphite,

We recognize the diffieult position in w the commitiee has been
?!nced in endeavoring to meet the conflicting views of opposing indus-

ries, and ially the desire to advance certain productive efforts
without penalizing established industries.

The claim that the fraphlte erueible industry is selfish in its opposi-
tion to a duty applied on graphite is not based on facts. The neces-
sity at one time during the stress of the World War required us to
use domestic graphite to an extent which was impraetical, and the
work performed by the Bureau of Mines in an effort to determine the
valne of domestie graphite for erucible rposes has not been carried
far enough to demonstrate conclusively the value of domestic flake for
crucible purposes. We had been using domestic graphite to the limit
of its value for 20 years, and never had been able to produce a cru-
cible of competitive value with a larger proportion of domestic prod-
uct. It is ridiculous to assume that we would prefer to go around the
world for a product if it could be found at our own door.

Another argument Introduced by the domestic producers which would
carry a lot of weight if not understood—that is, the fact that one
manufacturing company is using 100 per cent of ('lnmestlc graphite in
their crucibles. It would be interesting to know what percentage of
graphite they do use. Ounr crucibles contaln practieally 50 per cemt
of graphite, but the crueible referred to above, we understand, is
manufactured  prinelpally of silicon carbide, an artiele that is either
produced in this country or Imported Canada free. Wonld we
not be warranted in assuomin t it would be of advantage to them
to bave our material taxed if it widened the difference between produe-

mn costs of our crucibles?

We hesitate to bring more fallacies to your attention, but if you wish
we can truthfully refute many of the statements which have been
introduced to influence the Senate Finance Committee im reaching a
decision favorable to a high tariff on grapbite,

For revenue purposes a tax may be required, but to provide protee-
tion to the domestic producers would not necessitate the assessment
of high rates which would inerease the cost of the material that is
required for erucibles, and so jeopardize the existenee of the already
established erucible indostry, employing more labor and capital than
can ever be expected to be employed in the production of graphite in
the United States,

It is not our intention to prolong the discussion, and if the Senate
Finance Committee conclude to lzﬂply the rates of 10 per cent on
amorphous, 20 per cent on lump, , and dust, and 2 cents a pound
on crystalline flake, these duties will be earried into the cost of the
erucible and absorbed by the publie gemerally, but it can never lorce g
mannfacturer to employ an Ingredient in his manufacture that will be
a detriment to quality production.

Please kee({: in mind that we ourselves could only use a limited
quantity of domestie product at any cost, and whatever duty ls fixed
on filake will equally affect all other grades in costs to us. We can-
didly think a duty will rather help toward an elimination of the use
of crucibles and a comsequent reduetion in demand for flake mrphtte.
Why penalize the other industiries using graphite for all kinds of pur-
poses to enable a few producers of flake to get a higher price on a
small part of their product from a small number of pessible users?

The domestic producers prior to 1914 made profits on 5-cent and
B-cent phite, notwithstanding the statements now made that it
costs 10 cents a pound to produce, and some of the present producers
seem to be able to offer graphite at 4 and 5 cents, and we inclose a
ﬁ_lculart lettmi ?rith one paragraph marked, to Ilustrate what we are
rying to explain.

We want to be perfectly fair in every way and take a broad view of
the situation, but it is difficult to let things like this be put owver with-
out giving you the data that will help you in solving problems llke
the graphite one.

Yours very sincerely,
= J. H. GavTien & Co.,
A, E. AcHESON,
Becretary and General Manager,

(Inclosure attached.)

BosTON, MASS., March 31, 1922,
J. H. Gaurier & Co.,
I Grrene Street, Jersey City, N. J,

Dear Sir: If your firm is one of those which believes with us that
the road to better business lles through the channels of ecomomy,
efficiency, and cooperation you will be interested in this letter and
the samp&e of graphite which is being mailed you nnder separate cover.

Economy because we are in a position to undersell any other producer
in the market. Our mine is so located that we ean sell our produet
at a profit for less than the cost of preduction at the average mine in
the United States.

Efficiency because we will be glad to allow you as a saving in
what we would have to pay a crew of salesmen to do what we are
trying to accomplish by this letter. This is the first time our product
has been offered directly to the trade, and we want you to share with
us what we are able to save.

Cooperation : If you will cooperate with ns to the extent of examin-
ing our sample and sending us the following information, we believe
it will be to our mutual advantage.

This, is a fair average sample of our pulverized air floated graphite,
unscreened. We ean supply it in an ci'l'mie. sereened, if mecessary, to
any mesh desired. Or if yvon have facilities to do your own pulveriz-
ing, we can supply you in erude form as it comes from the mine at
a slightly lower price.

price

Kindly advise us of your requirements covering the above points,
also chemlcal composition, lnd.'ll:ntmlidthe guantities in which youn would
be likely to buy, and we will be glad to guote you prices. When you
receive our quotations possibly you will find it to your advantage to
make a liberal use of our product in your formulas where formerl
You may have used graphite more sparingly on account of either h
price or inferior quality. We would be pleased to receive for com-
parison samples of the graphite yon are now using.

Let us hear from you, and advise us if you wish & larger trial
sample or if we can be of further service in any way.

Yours for cooperation and prosperity,
Narioxar GrarmiTe Co.,
By Davip ELDER, Treasurer.

NEWARK, N. J., April 5, 1922,
Hon. JosePH FRELINGHUYSEN,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C,

Dear Sir: We desire to register our protest against the clause now
in the bill before the SBenate Committee making a duty of 20
per cent ad valorem on Ceylon graphite. It has been our experience
during the past 48 years that there is no American product equal to
Ceylon graphite and are qjuently opp d te passing this high duty
of 20 per cent upon the imported product.

In our work the Ceylon product is indispensable, and the raising of
the tariff rate would not result in our business being transfe to
American graphite.

We trust that this matter will receive your serious attention.

Yours very truly,
FrockrarT Fousory Co., .
By RoBerT B. MoORE, Vice President and Treasurer.

SrEnrLixG, ILL,, April 6, 1022,
Senator JoskPH 8. FRELINGHUYSEN
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.

BIR: The question of contracting for Ceylon graphite came u? re-
cently, and we have to defer such proceedings pending the action of the
United States Senate on what Is known as the H. R. 11815 bill, disposed
of by the House on a basis of a 10 per cent tariff.

The Senate bill being prepared, we understand, has doubled this tax.

A good many of the people are wondering what Congress is trying to
do. e have the income tax to pay, then a surtax, and now a tariff
tax. The people at large are in & quandary to know whether our
representatives in Congress are representing the people or some other
mtemetsimor whether they are trying to perpetuate themselves in office,
or whether our whole foundation of government as administered in
Washington is only a political basls rather than a business basis. The

eo?le are beginning to think the Government is giving no thought to
usiness conditions and that it is all political aectivity.

We are told that some of the Senators and Congressmen are deeply
interested in American graphite mines, and that it Is for a personal
interest that they are promoting the extreme penalty of tariff on
Ceylon lead, a commodity that can not be produced in America.

¥ tax such commodities? It simply means passing the burden on
to the consumer. Congress is burdening the consumer to death. There
is ne incentive for business men to invest capital in business as long
as our Government In Washington is being handled on a political basis
without any comsideration of business conditions.

The ﬁapla expected something from this Congress, but I am fearful
that a large number of Senators and Congressmen will be defeated, as
the people are losing patience and confidence in their present representa-

tives, and if it is possible to get business men in Congress, the people
are going to let the peliticlans stay at home.
at is the sense or reason for taxing a commodity that ean not be

produced in this country and should come in free for the benefit of
American people?
Wil ‘{:u please answer this question?
gpectfully yours,
Brick SiLg Stove Porisa Works,
L. K. WYNN, President,

" JEmsey CrrY, N. 3., April 29, 1922,
Hon. JoREPH FRELINGHUYSEN,

Washington, D. O.

Dear SIR: As onr business is largely dependent on our being able to
obtain supplies at reaso‘nnhlc:‘(fﬂces, we feel compelled to a{ﬂmﬂ to you
regarding the tariff as applied to fg‘nphite or plumbago. ter several
hearings and mueh co ration, Senate bill reported April 10, 1922,
calls for the following rates:

Graphite, amorphous, 10 per cent ad wvalorem ; aphite, lump, chip,
and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem (Ceylon) ; graphite flake, 2 cents per
pound (Madagascar).

above sugzenn’d inerease In the cost of graphite wonld entail
somewhat of a hardship on our business, but since the above bill was
reported an amendment been offered nator NICHOLSOX, of
Colorado, :-_I:umgimiI the original bill to read as follows:

Graphite, amorphoug, from 10 per cent to 1 cent pound ; graphite,
lump, chip, and dust, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 3 cents per pound
(Ceylon) ; graphite, flake, from 2 cents per pound to 5 cents per pound
(Madagascar).

Duties proposed by this amendment add from 100 per cent to 200 per
cent to the present import selling price of these des.  Crucibles are
now selling at less than half what they were daring the war period,

Notwithsta.ndlnf rlfgorta to the contrary, the avernge American
graphite can not be substituted for the more granular Ceylon crystaliine

aphite, and if this large duty is levied the crucible user will be legis-
Eted against in two ways: First, by having to pay more for his
crucibles : second, he will get crucibles of an inferior guality.

We understand that this duty is lald with the idea of favoring the
southern graphite promoter. At the same time it must be borne in
mind that it will operate direetly against the uvser of the graphite
erucible and against the manufacturer of that article.

When we consider the rapid ent of the electrie melting fur-
nace It is perfectly evident that in the face of increase in the cost of
crueibles and a decrease In the quality it will very serionsly operate
against the erucible industry, and therefore against the large use of

hite.
gr?f the pl;liie bgf lclmfnrglgl. is made prohibitive, naturally the graphite
industry w eliminat

We ;’m earnestly protest the high duty called for by the Nigcholsonm
amendment fo the Senate bill and trust yon will use your influence in

every way possible against its passage.
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Graphite, ._{ou will kindly note, has been on the free list upward of

rs, and if you now feel a duty should be placed on same for reve-
case (o so with a view of saving the erucible industry, where at
least 75 I;wr cent of the crystalline graphite produced in the world is
now used.

It is our opinion that graphite should be continued on the free list
amnd there has bern no go reason why it should he placed on the
dutiable list, we therefore hope you will use your vote and Influence to
continue graphite on the free list.

Yery truly yours,
E. A, WiLnLiams & SoN (INC.),
THOMAS H. WILLIAMS, President.

NEWARE, N. J,, May 1, 1922,
PRESIDENT OF THE BENATE,
Washington, D. O,

DEagr SBik: As our business is largely dependent on our being able to
obtaln supplies at reaso:mbie;}é:rices, we feel compelled to BXFM to you
regarding the tariff as applied to phite, or plumbago. ter several
hearings and much consideration, gol::s.te bill reported April 10 calls for
the following rites:

Graphite, amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem.

Graphite : Lump, chip, and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem (Ceylon).

iraphite flake, 2 cents per pound {lﬂmagmu).

The above suggested increase in the cost of graphite would entall
somewhat of a hardship on our business, but since the above bill was
reported an amendment to sald bill has been offered by Senator NICHOL-
8ON, of Colorado, changing the bill, original, as follows :

tiraphite, amorphous, from 10 per cent ad valorem to 1 cent a pound.

Graphite: Lump, chjp, and dust, from 20 per cent ad valorem to 3
ceuts a pound.

Graphite flake, from 2 to 5 cents a pound.

It is our opinion that graphite should be continued on the free list,
and there has been no good reason advanced why it should be placed
on the dutiable list, and we therefore hope {ou will use your vote and
influence to continue graphite on the free list,

Yours truly,
F. & H. Fouxpry Co. (I¥cC.).
C. FRANE,

THE PLUMBAGO CRUCIBLE ASSOCIATION,

New York, May 1, 19282,
Hon. Josgra S, FRELIKGHUYSEXN,
United States Senator, Washington, D. O,

DEAr M=, SENATOR : Your support is earnestly solicited in the effort
of the graphite crucible manufacturers of theé United States to protect
themselves against the series of rates on graphite—or plumbago, as it
is generally calléd—oproposed in an amendment to the pending tariff bill
by Senator Ni1cHoLSON, of Colorado.

In the House bill a duty of 10 per ¢ent ad valorem had been assessed
against graphite of all kinds, with which we were content, realizing the
need for more revenue, although for 50 years Congress has recognized
our necessity to purchase abroad and has permitted graphite to remain
on the free list.

The Furopean war required measures and activities that were un-
economic and that would be ineffectual in peace times. Certain inter-
ests, chiefly located in the South, now desire to capitalize those necessi-
ties and are clalming that high tariff rates must be put into effect to
protect an infant industry—the American graphite producer.

This Infant industry has been in existence for about 60 years, and
in pre-war times was able to market so much of its product as could be
used for erucible purposes.

Unfortunately, 1t has always been and still is necessary to supple-
ment this domestic product with imfurted graphite of a grade that will
enable the erncible manufacturers to make a high-grade and satisfac-
tory crucible. .

There are 13 manufacturers of crucibles using graphite as the prin-
cipal ingredient of their produoct, Not one of them has been able to
use a large percentage of domestic graphite and produce a crucible
comg)etltively satisfactory in quality.

If we can not frcuiuce erucibles that will g;ovlde a melting cost
within reasonable limits imported crucibles will used.

Moreover, should crucible costs be too high other methods of melting
will be developed and extended, to the entire elimination of the crueible
industry and the consequent reduction in graphite consumption, both
domestic and foreizn,

Would the Government not be better off to establish a low tariff rate
on a In’rge import rather than a high rate on a reduced and vanishing
import ¥

Notwithstanding assertions continunously reiterated, this is the situ-
ation existing to-day. If economic conditions require that we submit
to extinetion, we can submit, but we do not wish to be forced out of
business without a vigorous protest.

Should not the graphite industry in this country be permitted to
bulld itself up on its own merits, tead of by means of a subsidy?
Is it fair to roduct

lay a compulsor‘{ tax on every user of a graphite

to induce consumption of American graphite, which is unfitted
character and guality for all the mechanical purposes in which graphite
is now used?

We hesitate to arouse the crucible-consuming public to the serious-
ness of the situation and flood the mails with their protests, neither
do we deem this to be necessary to convince one of your broad knowl-
edge of the urgency of this request for your support and protection,
not only for ourselves but also for those users of our products who are
actually interested in maintaining our manufacturing prestige.

This defensive struggle has been carrled on for almost four years.
It is a matter of record in the tariff hearings, and we will be glad to
furnish you with additional data or answer any questions you may

care to ask.
Yours truly, C. H. ROHRBACH, Secretary.

JERSEY CITY, N. J., May 3, 1922,
Hon. Josepa 8. FRELINGHUYSEN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. .

DeAr 8in: Without desire to interfere in the matter of proper duties
to be levied on manufactured goods, we do belleve, and we know our
contemporaries agree, that where raw materials not available in this
cunnl!ilry are concerned, they should come in free in so far as that is

ossible.

S Our attention has been called to %aramph 213 of the Benate tarift
bill ddty on graphite: Amorphons, 10 per cent ad valorem ; lump, chip,
and dust, 20 per cent ad valorem ; flake, 2 cents per pound.

These, we understand, are not produced in the United States or can
;hey be, therefore, add to the consumer’s burden by this un-
We ask that you vote against it.

Yours very truly,
VoOrRHEES RUBBER MANUFACTURING CO.,
G. F. CoveLL, Sales Manager.

NEWwWARK, N. J., May §, 1922,
Hon. Jos. 8. FRELINGHUYSEN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. .

Desr Mu. FRELINGHUYSEN : We wish to direct your attention to
paragraph 213 of the Senate tariff bill, ealling for a duty on forei
graphite, as follows : Amorphous, 10 per cent ad valorem; lump, e Ps
;ggngtlat, 20 per cent ad valorem; and fAake graphite, 2 cents per

The above rates have been amended by Senator Nicmornsox, of Colo-
rado, as follows: Amorphous, 1 cent per pound; lump, chip, and dust,
8 cents per pound; and flake, 5 cents per pound.

Considering the commodity, these rates certainly are enormons. Ag
one of the users of foreign phite, we strenuously object to any
duty on same, because it will only add to the burden of the con-
sumer, who will be compelled to pay the price; for where foreign
graphite must be used, the American product can not take its place.

In view of the foregoing, we can not urge you too strongly to give
this matter your consideration, and to offer an amendment ttin,
fm;elgn crystalline graphite, or Ceylon plumbago, to come free o

duty.
vge can assure you that your kind attention to this matter will be
highly appreclated.
Respectfully yours,
Emprxss MaNUFACTURING Co. (INC.).

Riversipe, N. J., May 8, 1922,
Hon. Josera 8. FRELINGHUYSEN,
Chairman of the Finance Committee,
United States Senate, Washington, D. (.

DEeAr Sir: We have noted the amendment offered b
80N, of Colorado, materially increasing the lf‘ln? te schedule from
that reported in the Senate bill of April 10, 1922, and inasmuch as
we are large users of graphite crucibles, we thought it well to eall
your attention to the amendment and advise you that it has been our
experience that crucibles manufactured from domestic graphite are
much inferlor to those containing the foreign product, and we feel that
if this higher duty is levied, that crucible users will be harmed in two
ways :

: Blymba ving to pay more for erucibles.

Ei“T t they would be able to obtain crucibles only of an Inferior
quality.

In view of this, it is our hope that graphite may be continued on
the free list, where it has been for many years, thus enabling us to
obtain a higher grade of erucible at a reasonable price.

Very truly yours,

Senator NICHOL-

THr Riversipe Mprar Co,,
H. L. RANDALL, President,

Dover, N, J., May §, 1922,
Senator JOSEPH FRELINGHUYSEN,
Washington, D. O,

MY Drar SexarTor: The gquestion of a recent amendment offered by
one of the western Senators calls for a duty of 3 cents per pound on
Ceylon plumbago. There is no reason in this, because there huas never
been anything found in America which will take the place of Ceylon
for foundry practice. If there was an American-mineg material that
was satisfactory, we would gladly use it, as we favor protection to home
industries, but this is one 0? the products with which there is no honest
competition in America. It means to us the manufacturer must pay
this 3 cents a pound, and then we must pay the 3 cents a pound and a
profit on that to the manufacturer. We believe it is all wrong.

; gting you can see your way clear to combat this matter, we re-
main,

Yours very truly,
RicHARDSON & Boynron Co,,
WiLniam L. R, L¥~p, Secretary,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the committee, how-
ever, did accept the statement that domestic flake was of ac-
ceptable quality for making crucibles. It desired to give pro-
tection to the mines, and placed a duty of 2 cents a pound on
that produet which in the market now is selling for 4 cents a
pound. .

Mr, NICHOLSON. Mr. President, after listening to the let-
ters read by the senior Senator from New Jersey from the gen-
tlemen connected with the crueible companies, it would seem
that they are gentlemen of great adaptability. When they are
asking for free raw products, the American graphite is of a
very inferior guality, as indicated by the letters read by the
Senator. Let me call the attention of the Senator, however, to
an advertisement of the American-made cerucibles manufactured
by the Jonathan Bartley Crucible Co., showing what they have
to say about them:

Primarily ecalled * Vietory," because they represent a trinmph of
American skill, perseverance, methods, and materials' over foreign
materials.

At that time they did not call attention to the fact that this
graphite was of inferior character; and I submit that when they
had these advertisements sent broadcast throughout the land
they were either imposing upon the general public or they are
not honest with the general public now.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the graphite which is being
imported is inferior to the graphite produced in the United
States. The finest flake graphite in the world is produced in
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the mines of my State, and there is quite a supply of it in
those mines. They were operated for a little while during the
war, when the Government needed some of this material; and
since the war is over, and the graphite mined by the slave
labor of Ceylon is coming in, and some from Mexico, these
mines have closed. They are shut tight now. They are not
moving a peg, and the people who worked in these mines are
out of employment, and the people who bought these mines
and invested their money in them have them on their hands,
and they are unable to operate them under present conditions.

Mr. PFPRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

3 Mr, HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to the Senator from New
ersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I want the Senator to understand
clearly that I did not say that the domestic flake graphite was
of inferior guality to the imported product. I understand that
the domestic product of flake graphite is equal in quality to
the imported product,

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator
from Colorado [Mr, NicHorson] has justified the contention
that some import tax should be laid upon the graphite brought
into the United States. We have heard a good deal, and espe-
cially from the distingunished Senator from New Jersey, to the
effect that he is trying to protect the laboring man, that he
wants to do something for the Xiboring man in the United
States. Here is an opportunity to put to work laboring men
who are now out of employment, who are seeking something
to do; and if there is anything in the position of the Republican
Party that it is the friend of the laboring man and will do
something for an industry in order to give working people
employment there, how ean the Senator justify the position he
is taking in favor of making graphite free?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. President

Mr. HEFLIN. T am not a free trader. I believe in deriving
revenue for the Government from imports, and if an incidental
benefit goes to those who own the mines, well and good. I
yield to the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have no objection to the Sena-
tor's efforts to diseredit my statements, but I want him to be
accurate when he attempts to repeat a statement I have made,
He asks why I want graphite put on the free list. I have not
asked that graphite be placed on the free list. I have simply
supported the committee amendment—that the duty on flake
graphite shall be placed at 2 cents a pound.

Mr. HEFLIN. Does the Senator think that is an adequnate
rate?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I feel that it is, with the imported
article selling at 4 cents a pound. Does the Senator want a
higher rate of duty?

Mr. HEFLIN. I want whatever is just and necessary, and
the Senator from Colorado has shown, it seems to me, that the
rate provided for by the Senator from New Jersey and those
with him on the committée is not quite suflicient.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator from Alabama has
an industry in his State which produces flake graphite. He
onght to know the cost of production and what rate is neces-
sary to protect it. Of course, now that he has left the fold of
free trade and has come into the fold of protection, I would
like to have him state to the committee and to the Senate
what rate he thinks would proteet his industry, and the work-
ingmen of Alabama, about whom he is talking.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I am not a free trader, as I
stated at the outset. I believe in a tariff for revenue. I
stated before that if incidental aid goes to those who own
or work in the mine, all well and good: but a Republican
can not justify his position when he stands here and advocates
a tariff, and a high tariff at that, for one thing, as the Senator
from New Jersey did last night when he secured a tariff tax
on gand, and then oppose a proposition so meritorious as that
of deriving revenue and incidentally aiding an American In-
dustry now closed and out of business,

Mr. BURSUM. Mr, President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. HEFLIN. I gladly yield.

Mr. BURSUM. 1 desire to obtain some light as to the facts
relating to the cost of production. The Senator from New Jer-
sey submitted that flake graphite, which is produced in Ala-
bama, can be utilized to advantage, that it is of sufficient
quality, and that the selling price will be around 4 cents per
pound. Can the Senator from Alabama tell us the cost of pro-
duction and marketing of this flake graphite, which is pro-
duced in Alabama?

Mr. HEFLIN. It varies. I am unable to say exactly what
the cost of production is; but I am able to say to the Senator
that the mines are closed. There is no production now. There
are no sales now. The laborers are gone. The mines are shut
up. These people are seeking employment, and the investments
there are idle. Where is the Republican Party going to find
escape from a proposition like that, when it voted to tax salt,
which everybody consumes, and this is an effort to protect a
great corporation which uses flake graphite produced in my

tate?

The other night we asked the genial and distinguished Sena-
tor from New Jersey [Mr. FrRELiINgHUYSEN] how he justified a
tax on sand, and he expressed the fear that the sand sifters
and sand sellers of the United States would have serious com-
getiﬁon some time from those who haul sand into the United

tates,

The tariff he succeeded in getting put on it is founded upon
the fear or upon his very splendid and vivid imagination. Two
or three ships came from abroad, having sold American prod-
ucts in foreign markets, and needing something as ballast, to
hold the ships steady in the sea, they took on a cargo of sand,
came home and unloaded, and gave somebody up in New Jersey
an opportunity to say, “ Here is a chance to increase the price
of sand to the American consumer, by saying that we see a
bugaboo of competition in sand coming from abroad,” when
the sea is heaving sand up by the millions of tons, and there is
no such thing as exhausting the supply of sand. As I said
in my speech the other night, the Bible reminds us of the in-
exhaustible supply of the sands of the sea, and yet the Senator
from New Jersey succeeded in getting a tariff on sand, and
he is now fighting a proposition to lay a tariff upon graphite,
when the American mines are closed, and the foreigners have
got the American market all to themselves.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, does the Senator
from Alabama understand that the handsome and brilliant
Senator from New Jersey is afraid that somebody will bring
sand in from the Sahara Desert?

Mr. HEFLIN. It may be that some such fear disturbs him.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
vield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. EDGE. I understand that flake graphite is on the free
list under the Underwood law. I would like fo ask our new
and welcome convert to protection why there was not an effort
made when the Underwood bill was under discussion to place
a tariff on flake graphite. At that time they apparently
thought that it was not necessary.

Mr. HEFLIN, At the time that law was enacted the in-
dustry did not exist in the United States to amount to any-
thing, and I do not know whether any effort was me«e to have
any tax laid on the imports of graphite at that time or not. The
industry sprang up out of necessity. The Government called
for investigations to see what we had, and it resulted in find-

ing one of the greatest graphite mines in the world down in my.

State, producing the very finest flake graphite on earth.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, before the Senator
starts this sand storm of his again, will he kindly answer my
question and tell me what duty he is pleading for to protect
his industry in Alabama? He has failed to answer my question.
I should like to have him state whether he is for the duty
proposed by the Senator from Colorade [Mr. NicHoLsoN], or
whether he is for the committee duty, 2 cents. I should like to
have an answer to that question.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I am very grateful to the
distingnished Senator from New Jersey for suggesting sand
storms. That is better than the sand I talked about. They
saw a sand storm up there on the seashore, and they had an
idea that sand was being blown from abroad, and they under-
took to put a wall up to protect the gand sifters and sellers
of New Jersey. That is what the Senator succeeded in doing
the other night. He succeeded in having a tariff tax put on
sand, I told how the people would be affected by it, that every-
body who used glass, plain glass, cut glass, and every other kind
of glass would be affected. Under tliis bill the mirror in which
they look upon their manly and handsome forms, as the dis-
tinguished Senator from New Jersey can do, is taxed. They
make glass out of this beautiful white sand, and I never
dreamed that the day would come when they would tax the
sands of the sed’ and undertake to build a wall to keep people
from bringing sand into the United States. But it is done, and
I am pleading, and the Senator from Colorado is pleading,
for the imposition of an import tax which will bring revenue
to the Government and a little aid to an American industry
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which is being choked to death by the position of a big cor-
poration in New Jersey that uses graphite.

Mr. STANLEY., Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, HEFLIN. I yield to the brilliant Senator from Ken-
tucky.

Mr. STANLEY. My colleague overlooks one fact in pleading
for this duty upon graphite. The argument that you ought to
equalize the labor costs at home and abroad is made for every
protective duty., This graphite in Alabama is produced by
highly skilled and intelligent labor. The principal supply of
graphite coming into this country, as I understand it, comes
from the island of Ceylon, where naked Asiatics, in a tropical
clime, live on coeonuts, are covered with a single cotton shift,
if they wear anything, and get a few cents a day for mining
this graphite, which comes over here as ballast,

AMr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I want to correct
the Senator. The kind of graphite which comes from Ala-
bama is comparable only with that which comes from Mada-
i;ubacar. not Ceylon, possibly both employing the same color of
ahor,

Mr. STANLEY. The Senator goes from bad to worse. Labor
conditions are worse in Madagasear, if anything, than they
are in Ceylon, but it is the same kind of labor.

Neither of the distinguished Senators from New Jersey will
deny that there is no comparison between the condition of the
foreign laborer and the American laborer with his family, his
home, and his high level of wages, with his children to educate,
and all that sort of thing, He is put out of business, as
I understand it, by naked, blanket-wearing, polygamous, Poly-
nesian savages, and now come the two Senators from New
Jersey with the blanket of the savage, waving it like a banner
in this assemblage.

In addition to that, beside the guestion of equalizing the
labor cost is the question of fostering an infant industry. This
industry still bas the bottle in its mouth. It is a war baby.
They discovered this graphite in certain sections during the
war, when we could not import it. It has its hippens on, and
yet these’great protectionist Senators come here and kill an in-
dustrial baby because it happens to live down South.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. President, T have asked the
Senator from Alabama what rate of protection he wants. I
should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky, the Senator from
Alabama having failed to answer the question, what rate of
duty he believes should be placed upon this Alabama corpora-
tion which the Senator from Alabama is defending, which, I
understand, is owned by eastern capitalists?

Mr. STANLEY. I would not give them a red copper. I am
exposing, in the discussion of this graphite item, the whole
callous, conscienceless hypocrisy of these pleaders for Ameri-
can labor. Is not a man digging graphite in Alabama in as
honest an employ as a man working a loom in Connecticut or
in New Jersey? Is not the man who is engaged in this business
as much an American citizen as a silk spinner in Paterson,

" N. J.? Why this difference? What argument can you make in
favor of the 200 per cent on silk that you can not make for 10
per cent on graphite? This graphite proposition is a fine illus-
tration of the utter indifference, even to consistency, of the
trust-mad, protection-mad advocates of this incoherent malke-
shift, this crazy quilt of a bill

If the Senator from Alabama will permit, T will call his atten-
tion to the reason why you can not get a duty on graphite
but can get it on sllk and can get it on the cofton fabrics
of New Jersey and can get it on any other thing, though
you can not get it on the fertilizer for the farmer. It is be-
canse the plain, voiceless millions do not buy graphite to any
extent. 1

It is sold to the greatest trust in the world, the owners of
crueibles, the men who make this fine crucible steel, who have
cost sheets, who know the buncombe and the absurdity, who
know the naked, silly falsity of the charge that a man will pay
more for labor because he makes more from his business, who
know what you pay for labor, what you pay for materials, what
you must pay in the open market of the country, and they tell
you they do not want any duty on graphite. The same powers,
the same trusts, the same masters that demand the duty upon
the finished product will take it off of the raw material, and
you obey both, taking the publie for driveling fools.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to the S&nator from New

ersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. They do not say they do not' want
a duty on graphite. They want a duty of 50 per cent ad va-
loerem. They are willing to stand it, although they say they
can not use the Ameriean product.

J

Mr. STANLEY. Does not the Senator know that a duty of
2 cents on graphite produced in Alabama would not protect it
one minute against the practically pure ores found in Mada-
gascar and Ceylon? It would not produce an ounce of Alabama
graphite, and the Senator knows it. That is handing us a
gold brick.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky
has pointed out that the graphite which comes from over the
seas into our country and now controls the American market
is produced by slaves. I am told that the graphite diggers over
there get 3 cents a day. The American miner of graphite can
not compete with those conditions. It will be difficult for Sena-
tors on the other side of the Chamber, who are not willing now
to ald an infant industry just getting on its feet, to explain
their position on this item.

The war ended and the graphife from abroad came in and
knocked this American graphite infant down, and it is Iying
there now prone upon the ground. The Republican leaders
who have boasted of their friendship for American industry
have here an opportunity to show their friendship for this in-
dustry in my State, which has been driven out of the American
market by the graphite of foreign countries.

The Senator from New Jersey reminds the Senate and re-
minds me that I am defending an industry in my State
owned by eastern capital. I do not care where the capital comes
from. It is American money. It is the money of American
citizens, and when they come fo my State to invest their
money I want them treated fairly. In coming to my State,
the greatest State in the Union, they show good judgment
and good taste. [ give them whole-hearted welcome. I want
every legitimate industry in my State to prosper. I want
the laboring man, who is dependent upon his skill, his genius,
and ‘his strength, to have something to do and a decent wage
which will enable him to provide the wherewith to take care
of himself and family.

I would like to see the mines in my State opened again. I
would like to go out and gather in the men who are now
running around seeking employment and eking out a disagree-
able existence. Here is an opportunity to take men from the
army of the unemployed, give them something to do, and start
the wheels of the graphite industry humming down in my
State. Is it to be said that a foreign concern or a great cor-
poration which uses the products of that foreign concern has
more influence in the United States Senate than the common
rights of American labor and the welfare of American indus-
try? It remains to be seen, Mr. President, by the vote upon
this question. Here is an industry closed, out of business,
and the men who worked there out of employment.

I am not an expert upon the matter of rates. I do not know
what is a fair and just rate. The Senator from Colorado has
shown that the rate agreeable to the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] is not sufficient. I think there ought to
I:N?l a duty somewhat larger than the one offered by the com-
mittee. +

I want to say to the distingunished Senator from New Jerszey
[Mr. FRELINGEUYSEN], who voted to put a tax upon salt, that
he did the thing which helped to produce the French Revo-
Intion. That was one of the causes of the French Revolution,
because every man, woman, and child used salt, and when
the King insisted upon taxing the salt of the French people
they rebelled against it. ‘So I say that was one of the things
which brought about the French Revolution. I have seen the
Senator vote to put salt upon the tax list, bearing a burden
of 40 cents a sack. Every man, woman, and child in the coun-
try uses salt. The Senator is not now willing to place a fair
tax upon graphite, which is used by one great corporate con-
cern in his State. He is willing to deprive the Government
of the revenue that it would derive on foreign graphite and
willing to turn the American graphite market over to foreign
graphite free, while the producers of American graphite are
forced to close their mines,

The cause of American labor does not seem to hang very heavily
now upon the conscience of the Senator from New Jersey. The
desire to aid an infant industry seems to have been lost some-
where in the protection head of the Senator from New Jersey now.
Here is a concrete proposition of doing justice to an Ameri-
can industry, aiding the industry to get upon its feet, and the
Senator and his colleagnes have attacked the proposition of
extending that helping hand to that American indostry. Oh,
“ Qonsistency, thou art a jewel!”

I submit that by imposing an import duty on foreign
graphite we can put money in the United States Treasury amd
prevent the ruin of an infant industry in our own conntry.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the minority
members of the Finance Committee are not only oppwsol te the
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr., NicHoL-
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son], but believe that this product should be upon the free list,
where it has been for 50 years. During those 50 years there
have grown up in this country many substantial industries en-
gaged in the business of manufacturing graphite products. They
are very numercus, Graphite is used extensively in the manu-
facture of stove polish, in the making of pencils, crucibles,
foundry facings, motor brushes, and other like commodities,
with factories located in all parts of the country.

A good deal has been said upon this subject, but it seems to
me the real question is this: Does the imported graphite com-
nete with the domestic graphite? The evidence which I have
obtained from manufacturers of graphite products in my State
shows that it does not. I want to say in this connection that all
the small foundries in the country, and there are an exceedingly
large number of them, use graphite in making foundry products.
The information which I get from the foundries in my State
is to the effect that the imported graphite does not compete with
the domestic graphite, that the domestic graphite is not suit-
able or fit for making certain graphite products which this
and other industries are manufacturing. As has been said by
the Senator from New Jersey, the domestic graphite is used in
small quantities by mixing it with the imported graphite.

The best proof, however, that the imported graphite does not
compete with the domestie graphite is in the matter of price.
The undisputed information shows that we have been importing
a much larger amount of graphite than has been mined in
America and that the prices of the imported graphite have been
in excess of the prices of the domestic product. It is absurd
to claim, if the domestic graphite was equal in quality to the
imported graphite, that our manufacturers would refuse to use
the domestic graphite and to their own loss pay a higher price
to the importers for the foreign graphite.

The figures furnished to us by the Tariff Commission show
that in the last nine years the average price of the domestic
graphite has been $11.45 per ton; the average price of the
Mexican graphite has been $36.39 per ton, and the average price
of the Korean graphite $20 per ton. What more proof do we
need that the imported graphite does not compete with the do-
mestic? Our manufacturers are not fools. Our business men
are not going into foreign markets to pay $36 per ton for graph-
ite if they can buy a graphite of equal quality and serviceability
in America for $11 per ton.

Why have they been obliged to buy the foreign graphite and
yay a higher price? It is because there are cerfain qualities
ifi the foreign graphite that are indispensible in the making of
ertain graphite products. For instance, the graphite deposit in
the United States is not suitable for manufacturing purposes,
uch as stove polish. Stove polish made from it lacks being
glossy. Lead pencils made from it break too easily. For foun-
Iry purposes it lacks the necessary heat requirements.

It is true that a chemical analysis of the domestic graphite
nay show but very little difference between it and the foreign
product, but the fact is that the domestic graphite is not com-
peting with the foreign graphite.

The question resolves itself into this: Our manufacturers of
graphite produets must have the imported graphite. What is
it proposed to do in this amendment? It is proposed in the
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado to impose
upon the manufacturers a great burden, because, after all, we
can not tell just how heavy a tax is being levied when we only
speak of tariff duties in specific rates; but when those specific
duties are transposed into ad valorem rates we can get some
conception of the seriousness of the amendment offered by the
Senator from Colorado in the increased cost that will be exacted
from the users of graphite in the various manufacturing indus-
tries of the country.

The present prices are very much below normal prices. It is
hardly fair to measure the normal prices of graphite by the
present prices, but at even present prices amorphous graphite,
selling as it does for 1 cent per pound, would bear an ad
valorem duty of 100 per cent under the amendment offered by
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Nicmorson]. Lump graphite,
selling for from 6 to 8 cents per pound, would bear an ad
valorem rate of from 38 to 50 per c¢ent per pound. Flake
graphite, selling for from 3 to 4 cents per pound, would bear
an ad valorem rate of from 133 to 167 per cent.

Under normal prices let us see how the computation would
work out. On amorphous graphite, which sells normally for 2
cents per pound, the duty suggested by the Senator from Colo-
rado in his amendment would be equivalent to an ad valorem
rate of 50 per cent; on lump graphite, at the normal price of
10 cents per pound, the rate proposed by the amendment offered
by the Senator from Colorado would be equivalent to an ad
valorem duty of 30 per cent, and on flake graphite, at the nor-
mal price of 7 cents per pound, the ad valorem egquivalent would
be about 71 per cent,

The minority members of the Finance Committee, as I have
said, not only are opposed to the amendment offered by the
Senator from Colorado but will support the amendment to be
offered by the Senator from Michigan which, I understand, is
designed to place amorphous graphite upon the free list. If
that amendment shall be adopted, I shall then move an amend-
ment putting the graphite in the other brackets, lump and flake,
upon the free list likewise,

Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the Senator from Massachusetts
yield to me?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from
Michigan,

Mr, TOWNSEND. It was suggested by the Senator from
Colorado that the placing of a duty by the Committee on Fi-
nance on amorphous graphite had been compensated for by an
increase of duty on some of the products manufactured from
amorphous graphite. If that be true, I desire to state now
that if the proposal to put amorphous graphite on the free list
shall prevail I shall be very willing, indeed, to have reduced
the duties on the products manufactured from amorphous graph-
ite which have been increised because of the duty imposed
by the bill on the raw product. As I have said heretofore,
while I am a protectionist, I agree with the Senator from
Massachusetts that no indusiry in the United States ean be
protected, encouraged, or benefited, in my judgment, by placing
a duty on this produet which, under the present state of art, at
least, must be imported from abroad in order to meet the de-
mands of the trade.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, I am very
glad to have the additional statement of the Senator from
Michigan. I want to call attention to the seriousness of the
situation brought about by the committee amendment as it
affects the manufacturer of graphite products. The Senator
from Michigan has spoken about its effect upon the users of
amorphous graphite. I want to say a word to show how it
will add materially to the cost of the finished products manu-
factured from flake graphite,

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] said
that flake graphite is now selling for 4 cents a pound; yet the
comnittee proposes to put a duty of 2 cents per pound—50 per
cent ad valorem—on flake graphite. It is proposed overnight to
take that commodity from the free list and impose upon it an
ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. How can that be justified?

The trouble with this bill is that on the raw materials, which
are among the first items we have considered, the rates have
been placed so high that when we come to the finished product,
in order to provide compensatory duties, a pyramid has been
built up until the rates proposed reach the sky line, so that
the cost of living and the cost of the manufacturing products in
this country will be up higher than ever. There can not be
any other result from the action proposed. It would almost
seem, however unbelievable it may be, that those who drafted
this bill not only propose to keep prices up but really to in-
crease prices, for nothing else can happen in view of the high
rates that have been placed upon so-called raw materials which
go into the finished product. Here is an example in an increase
of 50 per cent ad valorem, I have some figures which I will
read in a moment from some of the manufacturers of my State,
one of whom informed me by telegram this morning that his
consumption of flake graphite amounts to $50,000 per year.
Now, it is proposed to place a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem
upon the raw product used by this manufacturer, which means
that on this one little article which is used in the manufactur-
ing of graphite products a duty of $25,000 must be paid.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I yield to the Senator.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I inquire of the Senator, if we are
going to apply the principle of imposing duties upon articles of
domestie production snfficient to equalize the difference between
the cost of production at home and abroad—and that is the
principle which it is said has controlled the committee—what
objection could there be to a duty of 2 cents a pound on
graphite?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.
duty ought to be more.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In ofther words, in this particular
case the committee has not observed any such rule.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; but I think this particn-
lar case has this further difference—I am not convinced that the
foreign graphite competes with the domestic graphite. The in-
formation that comes to me from the users of foreign graphite in
America—and I am going to read some letters to confirm that
statement—is that they are not in serious competition. How-
ever, it would make no difference whether they were or not, so
far as this item in the bill is concerned. These rates have been
agreed to haphazardly, according to information furnished for

None whatever; in fact, the
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the most part by industries developed during the war, and
which made: excessive profits. The graphite-mining industry
is one of them., More graphite mines: were opened during. the
war and more graphite steck was floated in America than ever
before.. This is really an attempt to protect a. war baby, so
called, an industry that came into being during the war, when
it was impossible to. import sufficient graphite from foreign
countries.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President——

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts, I gladly yleld to the Senator
from Idaho.

Mr. BORAH. I understood the Senator to say that his infor-
mation was that the foreign graphite did not come in competi-
tion with the-domestic graphite.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is my information..

Mr. BORAH. Then, if there  is no competition, what dif-
ference will it make to the manufacturer or' to the: users of
graphite in: Massachusetts, for instance, whether a tariff duty is
levied?

Me. WALSH of Massachusetts. It will make no: difference,
except that it will increase the cost of the raw material, which
will be passed on to the consumer. Graphite is now on: the free
list, as the Senator understands. Under one of the amendments
now proposed: the imported graphite will have to pay a duty
equivalent to 50 per cent ad valorem. Therefore, the manu-
facturers who use this graphite as part of their raw material
will have to. pass that burden to the censumer of the finished
produect, and thereby increase the cost that much more,

Mr. BROUSSARD, Mr, President——

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Alr. BROUSSARD. May I inquire of the Senator whether or
not the eommodities. produced by the company which. is com-
plaining against the rate on. graphite are on the dutiable list or
on the free list?

Mr. WALSH. of Massachusetts. I beg the Senator’s pardon.
Will he repeat his question?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I wish to know whether or not the arti-
cles. manufactured from graphite produced by the parties who
protest against the duty on graphite enjoy the benefits of pro-
fection or are on.the free list?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis. I can not tell the Senator
without examining other paragraphs of the bill; but I think
all of them are on the dutiable list.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Then, is it not fair, if the finished product
is on the dutiable list, fo. put a duty on the raw product?

Mr, WALSH. of Massachusetts.. I quite agree with the Sen-
ator as to that, but. on most of the finished products there are
two duties.

There is, first, what is called a compensatory duty, which is
duty on the finished article, supposed to take care of the duty
upon the raw material, and then there is also a protective duty.
That is illustrated in the case of shoes. On shoes there is a
compensatory duoty levied in this bill because of the duty levied
on hides, and then: there is a protective duty in addition to
that for the benefit of the shoe manufacturer, supposed to repre-
sent the difference in cost of manufacturing here and abroad.

Mr. BROUSSARD. The parties who make the complaint of
which the Senator from. Massachusefts has spoken are not pro-
testing against the duties which they enjoy under this bill, are
they?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They are complaining about
new duties being placed upon commodities which are now upon
the free list, duties so high as to be almost prohibitory. But I
am complaining in the interest of the public, who will finally
pay all these duties.

Mr. BROUSSARD. But they are not complaining against the
additional protection which has been accorded their product?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, if the Senator from
Massachusetts will pardon me, the answer to the question ad-
dressed to him by the Senator from Louisiana is found in para-
graph 216, which provides:
and articles or wares commposed: wholly or in part of carbon or graphite,

wholly or partly manufactured, not specially provided for, 45 per cent’

ad valorem.

In other words, the bill imposes a duty of 10 per cent upon the
raw product and 45 per cent upon the manufactured product. I
read as follows from the bill,

Pap. 216. Carbons and electrodes, of whatever material com i
and wholly or partly manufactured, for producing electrie arc light;
elecirodes, mr:&oud whaolly or in part of carbon or graphite, an
wholly or partly manuafaetured, for electrie furnace or electrolytic
purposes ; brushes, of whatever material composed, and wholly or
partly manufactured, for el c motors, generators, or er elees
trical machines or appliances; plates; rods, and other forms, of what-
ever mat 1 .and whelly or partly man » for manu-
facturing into the aforesaid brushes; and articles. or wares composed
wholly or In part of carbon or graphite, wholly or partly manufactured,
not specially provided for, 45 per cent ad valorem.

The 45 per cent rate applies; apparently, to all manufactures
into which graphite enters, including crucibles. )

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, I will now
read seme letters whichh I have received and which I think
are important in view of the discussion which has taken place
here and the claim which has been urged that the imported
graphite does compete with the domestie graphite. I first read
from a letter from Hunt-Spiller Manufacturing Corporation, of
Boston, Mass. :

Howr-SPILLER MANUFACTURING CORPORATION,
Bosro:

N, Juné 10, 1928,
Hon. Davip L. WALsH, g
United Btates Senate, Washington, D. O.

Desr Sm: Replying to yours of June 4 relatlve to the proposed
tariff on graphlte: »

I have been advised by the manufacturers of foundry facings of
further proof that American mine graphite can not Le used in the
™The Dixon Crucible Co.. of New Tork. ptssably

@ n e Co., ew York, prol the t graphi
manufacturers in the world, own extensive tﬁ'l‘lphlte ignrtal:eutt:
in New York and Alabama. They consider the American crystalline
graphite superior to the im ed for use in the manufacture of lubri-
ca g.lgrnm and some other purposes, but it is- considered by them
gl:a;ounlgrgrgpkllnt;& can not be used in the manufacture of either erucibles

AcC.

Other manufacturers of these two commuodities agree with the Dixon

that in the mixture of graphite for crucibles or facings only 10
mr cent of domestie graphite eam be aﬂlcientlﬁnused. These facts are

roe out from records obtained after experlmenting for seven con-

secutive years. I am advised that laboratory tests have shown that a
larger percen than 10 could be used, but practical use has demon-
strated this to only a thoorr.
The American ﬂﬂ{a graphite is much thinner than the lon
gsd:_-, and takes up a larger percentage of clay in the mixture, This
creased percentage: of clay prevents hea’ “the clay in the mixture

rapidly, and requires about twice the time to . uses double the
amount of fuel,

I feel that you will agree with me that this matter is a serlous one,
and I am furnishing the above information in order to assist you
toward arriving at a decision,

Yours very truly,
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT,
A. G. CLUgAs, Chief Clerk.

HUST-SPILLER MANUFACTURING CORPORATION,
Boston, May $1, 1921
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: It has come to our knowledge that a certain Bill is now
in' the hands of the Wag'u and Means Committee that proposes putting
a tariff on graphite. This bill is known as H. R. 11815, and as manu-
facturers who are dependent on this raw material in the production of
our we strongly protest ag:inst it becoming a law:

e are informed by the manufacturers of foundry facings, a com-
modity we use to a considerable extent, that the tax Mﬁoud on the:
Ceylon lead that goes In to mmke up the manufacture of these foundry
facings will advance the cost.of this commodity to us fully 100
cent. We are further informed that this tax will not afford pro
tion to any American industry, because domestie graphite can not be
used successfully in the manufacture of foundry facings.

We sincerely trust that you will glve this matter your earnest con-
sideration, as this bill {s' one that will not only seriously handicap
manufacturing business in general but will also be disastrous to mamy
old-established plants,

Yours very truly,
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT,
By A. G. Crukais, Ohief Clerk.

SrrINGFIELD FAciNGg Co.,
Springfield, Mass,, August I7, 1921,
Hon, Davip I. WaLss,

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. (.

Dpar Sin: The report of the House Ways and Means Committee of
a tariff of 10 per cent ad valorem on irap te was so mucl’ better than
the 6 cents per pound asked for by the Alabama graphite miners that
everyone has tried to feel satisfled, as the Alabamra lobby has given the
impression that they themselves were sa , but everyone is sur-
pri?yed now to find they are still working with the Senate committee
for a O cents per pound tariff. WWhere there is one man emp’l]%yed in
the grn&l,:éte business in this country there are over 1,000, a -
ably 2, , men-—this is no e:arfemtiun-——who are employed in the
brass and steel operations who will be affected seriously % this tariff,
and under no consideration will it be of much help to (he Alabamu
peolpéa. as their goods can not be used in making a desirable erucible:

There isn't a brass foundry in New England but what would tell you
that during the war, when the Government insisted upon crucibles con-
taining 20 per cent Alabama, so as to make the stock of Ceylon in this
country last lomger, that the crucibles were very poor, did not last one-
half as long—in fact, seldom one-quarter as long—and on account of
excessive clay that has to be used In making crucibles it took several
times as long to heat the metal, adding extra cost for the fuel and the
time of workmen, Brass foundries, as a rule, have been very hard hit,
and it certainly seems a crime to add any extra burden for them te

r

Please use your influence to keep m?hlﬁu on the free list, where it
has been for the past 50 years, thus helping everyone in the steel and
brass industries.

Very truly yours,. L. 8. BrOowN.

—

WorceSTER, MAsSs., August 18, 1931
Hon, DAVID I. WALSH

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.
My Duear Sm: Among the {tems that are to be brought to

ur atten-
tion on the coming tariff gromm is a proposed duty a tariff on
. or blaclk lead.

mbago, gra ;
mem- industry is sumarl%% along with manguntherl. in the general de-
e

o
Ehrmion now existing. - industry was t up with plumb on
e free list, so that in these times of stress it is especially

’
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that we should be further burdened with a tariff; in fact, it is the
worst time to burden us with the tariff, as the raw material heretofore
has always been on the free lst.

We are endeavoring to put our business on & pre-war basis as far
88 costs are concerned, and anything that will Increase our costs re-
tards the retummf of our industry to a firm basis.

hose who furnish us with the crude graphite are making an honest
endeavor to lower the cost of our raw ma and any tional cost
In the way of duty on raw material will be disastrous.
\:;e therefore ask that yon may kindly take the above into comsid-
eration.
Very truly yours, T. P. KLy & Co. (INc.),
C. ¥. Biga, Brench Manager,
Brverry, Mass,, April 20, 1922,
Hon. Davip I. WALsH ™
Wuhingiou, D. @.

My Dear Sexaromr: I am writing you mm!nﬁ the pro
on plumbago and feel, shonld the tariff .on graphite of w

through as proposed by the amendment submitted
NICHOLSON, of lorado, it will practieally put the
foundries out of business.

Crucible graphite has so dgreatly increased it would make brass cast-
ing almost prohibitive and will confine the brass industry to large
plants, large enough to install electric furnaces.

When yeu stop to consider that there are 40 using gas, coal, or oil to
% nséx:ig electric furnaces, you will see what it means to the small

oundries.

Massachusetts is filled with small brass foundries, and it will deal
them a body blow and will be hard for them to overcome.

I sincer hope you will consider this matter ve;{ thoroughl{mttom
this point of view and trust this may have your early consideration.

Thane:lns you for anything you can do, believe me, I am,

ery Yours,
ROBERT ROBERTSON,
Beverly, irass,

Fronexce, Mass., 1, 1921,
Hon. Davip I. WALSH, he

United States Benate, Washington, D. O.

Duar M. WaLsm: It has come to our knowledge that a certain bhill
is now in the hands of the Ways and Means Committee that proposes
putting a tariff on graphite,

This bill is known as Honse bill 11815, and as we o
machine shop and iron foundry, and are dependent on
rial in the production of our goods, we strongly prot
becoming a law.

duty

us kinds
by Senator
#mall brass

rate a
is raw ma
est

It can not afford protection to any American industry, because
domestic ﬁx:phite can not be used successfully as a foundry facing.
A cert used in all

amount of this imported tﬁle-sph te has to be
foundry facing, and we believe that ﬂproponant,s of this bill are
simply using 8 means to increase the price of the domestic phite.
e gincerely trust that {f;.l will give this matter your serﬁ:':s con-
sideration, as It will increase the cost of our manufactured
goods, and at a time when we are all striv to cut the cost—in fact,
are obliged to cut—in order to stimulate business.
Than you in advance for your consideration in this matter,

We are,
Very truly yours, f
Nonwoop ExciNeErING Co.,
H. W. Hosrorp, Manager.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-
setts yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. I am not acquainted with all the details of
this bill as I should like to be; but I assume that the various
materials that are produced by these crucible-using companies
are on the free list now and they are not asking for any addi-
tional protection on account of the increased cost of those
materials,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, T now read a
letter from the Worthington Pump & Machinery Corporation,
of Holyoke, Mass. :

TARIFF ON IMPORTED GRAPHITE.
HoLyorR, Mass., May 20, 1921
Hon. Davip 1. WALSH,

United States Bemate, Washington, D. O.

Deap Sir: We are under the Impression that the tariff on imported
graphite is ]J.kelﬂy to be tavouh% considered before the House or] Rep-
resentatives and the Benate, e as users of lmported graphite feel
that this is not a legitimate tariff, provided it is designed to tect
home industries. The graphite depolnl in this country and Mexm are
not of the kind nor character adapted for the use which we make
of it in connection with our irom foundry, and would not and could
not be used, and hence a tariff on im graphite serves only the
pnwom of increasing the cost.

e bring this to your attention, and know that it will have your
usnal thoughtful consideration before meeting with your favor., We
are

Yours very truly,
WORTHINGTON PUMP & MACHINERY CORPORATION,
Dueaxe WorkS, Holyoke, Mass.,
Cuoanres L, NewcoMB, M

BPRINGFIELD, MAsS,, May 25, 1921,
Hon. DAvip I. WALSH, E
United 8

tates Senate, Washington, D. O,
DeAR SIB: It has come to our knowledge that a certain bill is now in

the hands of the Ways and Means Committee that Eroposea putting a
tariff on graphite. is bill is known as H. R. 11815, and as manu-
facturers who are de

ndent on this raw material In the production of
our goods we stron E:Otﬂt against it becoming a law. Our reasom
for this is that the tax posed will advance the cost of our Eerg‘ducﬂou.
It will not afford * protection ™ to any American industry, use do-

be used suecessfully in the manufacture of

mestic graphite ean not
crucibles or foundry 9
We sgincerely trust that you will give this matter your serious com-
bill one that will not only seriously handicap
Wlk?t:‘“ in general but will also be disastrous te many
P

Yours very truly,

&

GLeerT & BaRxER Mre. Co.,
W. T. RAYNER, Treasurer.
—_—

SpRINGFIELD, MASS., T. 8, A., April §, 1922,
Hon. Davip 1. WaALsSH,
United States Senator from Massachusetts,

Washingion, D. C.

DeAr 8m: We are informed that the Senate Finance Committee has

a clause in a bill before it cing a duty of 10 per cent on

al:korphm graphite, 20 per cent on Ceylon, and 2 cents per pound on
B

Inasmuch as this duty will create an additional hardshlp on the
foundry concerns, we would ¥ request that you use your
influence when the bill comes before your homorable body to have this

clause elimina
a particular favor If you can see your way clear
to mmpl{nwith our request and thank you slucetel{ for any effort you
behalf of the foundry people of this Btate.
Yours very truly,
Tar HirLEY CO.,

G. E. TENNRY
Assistant to President gnd General Manager.

_H ITCHBURG, MASS,, May 1, 1922,
Hon. DAviD 1. WALSH

Benate Office Bui!diﬂg, Washington, D. C.

Drar Si2: We wish to enter our protest on any duty on imported
graphite. It should be put on the free list. We are a considerable user
of graphite steel melting pots, and although we bave conducted some
ex ve experiments for the United States Government, we are not
yet of the conclusion that there is any rafohite existing in this country
which is a suitable substitute for the Ceylon graphite.

One of the chief costs of crucible tool steel is the cost of the crucible,
and anything more added to thig will only be in favor of the electrie
furnace, which is encroachinﬁ on the crucible process continuously.
The result of a tariff on graphite would be that as far as cruclbles go
it would tend to eliminate them; wounld not assist the Ameriean pro-
ducer of hite, the only advantage being that it would be a revenne

roducer until the importation ceased, and in the writer's opinion this
undoubtedly what wonld happen.

We a?eak as a producer of electric steel as well as crucible steel,
having 15 years' experience from which to draw comparisons.

Yery truly yours,
BiMoNDs MANUFACTURING CoO.,
A, T. BIMONDS, President.

BoMERVILLE, Mass., April 17, 1922.
Hon. Davip 1. WaALsH

United Btates Senator, Washington, D. C. .
MY Drar Sim: As large users of crucibles in connection with our
foundry work, we wish to enter our grotmt against the amendment with
reference to increasing duty on graphite flake from 2 cents per pound to
b cents &; pound offered by Senator NicHoLsoN, of Coloradeo. We are
one of many foundries in this vicinity not equipped with electrie
furnaces, making it necessary to use crucibles. This inerease, If allowed
to stand, will make the price of crucibles prohibitive and result in serions
loss to this particular industry.
Trusting that you will use your best efforts to defeat the amendment
mentioned, we beg to remain,
ours truly,
SoMmERVILLE MAcHINE & Fouxpry Co.,
By M. J., Jr.

CHELsSES, MAss., April 18, 1922,
The Hon. Davip 1. WALSH,

Washington, D. C. -
Dxeag Sig: On May 20 of last year we wrote gou protesting the fakin
of graphite from the free list, and on May 26 you were good enoug
to assure us that you would give the matter your careful consideration
when it came re the Benate.
We understand that after exhaustive hearings and thorough ins
vestigation the Benate Finance Committee submitted the following

rates:
Graphite, amorphous, 10 per cent ad walorem.
grnphite, lump, "fhip' tinﬂ dust, azd? per cent ad valorem,
TH cen w .
We ﬁ% been advised tﬁ:; gna:or Nicmorsos of Celorado has sub .
mitted an amendment, chanf:lng the duty as follows : r
Graphite, amorphous, to 1 cent gr pound.
3 cents per pound.

Graphite, lump, chip, and dust,

Graphite, flake, to & eant&!er pound.

We therefore are agaln ing the liberty to spgea.l to you and to
ask you to protest against the amendment proposed by Senator Nice-
onsox in so far as it will increase the tariff on graphite.

If these amended rates are enacted it would mean that the selling
prices of erucibles would be go increased that it would mean that the
erucible industry would be practieally eliminated.

We sincerely hope that you may bring your infiuence to bear, and
thanking you, we are, P

Hespectfully yours
s / CoxNorLLY SreEmr Castixe Co,
JamEs CoNNOLLY, Treasurer.

AMESBURY, Mass,, June 3, 1980
Hon. Davip 1.

WALSH .
Benate Chamber, 'Waah{ngum, TN

Dear S8im: We wish to call your special attention to a tariff bill
about to be introduced by Congressman J. W. Foroxsx, the future of

which must necessar: be of great concern to us.
The bill ealls for the laying of am import duty approximately @
cents per pound on such grades of graphite as are use(i in the manu-
facture of crucibles. An increase of 6 cents per pound on the plumbago
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(?ruphite) contents of crucible mixtures means that the selling price
of crucibles must be considerably higher to take care of such an increase
in the cost, which, with the high labor costs, ete,, the poor foundryman
hus ubout all he can possibly stand and stay in business,

This bill is introduced in the interest of the domestic grsiphita mining
industry. The graphite produced from American mines is of a flake
form, and has n limlteé use in the manufacture of cruelbles. The
heavier crystalline form as it occurs in Ceylon is much more desirable
for crucible purposes.

The Ipassage of this bill will force a more extensive use of the less
desirable material, and increase the cost at the same time. °

We sincerelf trust that you will do all in your power not to have
this tariff bill enacted, as instead of helping to make the crucibles
better, will have a tendency to put cheaper material into them, and,
furthermore, at an added cost to us. You can readily see we would
lose on both ends

Sincerely trusting that you will give this your personal attention,
we beg to remain,

Yours sincerely
Murrany AroMINUM & Broxze Fousony (Ixc.),
Wu. J. MureraY, Treasurcr.
CHBELSEA, MAss.,, May 20, 1921,
The Hon. DAVID WALSH,
Washington, D. O.

Deag Sik: We understand that graphite is to be taken from the free
list, and we wish to state that we are strongly opposed to any tariff
on it, and we will gladly state reasons why It is unjust.

We trust that you may brinﬁn:our influence te bear against any such
change, for, under the new ruling proposed, the price of graphite would
be 50 exorbitant that it would be a serious drawback to the foundries
throughout the United States,

Thanking yon, we are,

Respectfully yours,
ConnoLLY Sreel Casting Co.,
James CoNNoLLY, Treasurer.
CHELsES, Mass,, May 21, 1921,
Hon., Davip WaALsH,
Washington, D. C.

DEar Sik: We have been advised that graphite is to be taken off the
free list and made subject to a tariff of 6 cents a pound.

We are inclined to belleve that some of the pressure brought to bear
on the proposed legislation is being advanced by parties who are inter-
ested in certain stock manipulation.

Any influence that you may bring to bear against this proposed
change would be much appreciated, as, should this ruling go through,
the priee of graphite would be exorbitant and a detriment to the foun-
dry business throughout this country.

Yours very respectfully,
LovEwrLL-Hexnict Co.,
F. . LOVEWELL, President.

CAMBRIDGE, Mass,, May 23, 1922,
Hon, Davip 1. WaLsH,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D, C.:
Your wire. We use sﬁppmxlmtely 14,000 pounds of graphite monthly.
‘Approximate value, $700.
Huxt BrinLEr MANUFACTURING CORPORATION,

WonrcesTeER, MASS., May 2§, 1922,
Ion. Davip 1. WaLsH

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: _

Telegram received. We use 500 tons amorphons graphite, value
$5,000 h 500 tol}glcr{stgllgnet flake, ;:Ilng f50,000. per year. Please do
everyt possible to defea o uty.

e R T. P. Kernex & Co. (INc.).

SrrINGFELD, MAss., Moy 2§, 1922,
Hon, Davip I. WALSH

Senate Chamber, 'w«sMugl'on, D, 0.2

We personally should use 300 tons American amorphous, 40 to 60
tons imported amorphous, 100 tons Ceylon dust and chip. The numer-
ous szmall brass nns iron foundries are not organized to protest, but
many have asked me to work for free tariff or at most the Fordney
10 per cent.,

Sprincrienn Facixe Co.
BourH Bosrow, Mass., May 2§, 1922
Hon, Davip I. WALSH
The Senale, Wasﬂiwton, D, Q:

With further reference your Inquiry regarding graphite, we are
opposed to tariff duty on ported graphite, as any increase would
materially increase our cost of production.

HusT BPILLER MANUFACTURING CORPORATION,
W LeacH, President.

The telegrams just read indicate the extent to which graphite
is used by a few of our manufacturers. By computing what
this duty will cost them you will appreciate the heavy burden
we are about to fasten on these industries at a time when they
are all struggling against abnormal and most unprosperous
couditions.

AMr. STANLEY. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lavp in the chair). Does
the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Ken-
tucky?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY, If my generous colleague will bear with me
for just one question——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. STANLEY. As a good Democrat, which he i, and a
statesman, which he is, I want to ask him this guestion: If the

domestic graphite will not serve this pnrpose, the foreign
graphite will have to be imported, will it not?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Fxactly.

Mr. STANLEY. And if it is imported at a duty of 10 per
cent, that will necessarily be a revenue duty, because it does
not come in competition with any domestic product. Now, does
it not strike the Senator as fair that these industries, which I
understand are very highly protected—>50, 100, 200 per cent—
on these finished steel and brass products, ought in common
conscience and common decency either to cease asking for these
exorbitant duties upon their finished products or be willing to
pay a little revenue to the Government?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The industries will not pay
the “little revenue ”; it will come out of the public, the ultimate
consumers. I think we ought to bear in mind the consuiners
when we talk even of tariff for revenue. I will say further to
the Senator that I think the Democratic Party—tle Senator
has referred to the fact that I am a Democrat—is in a situation
to-day that it never was in before in this country.

I think this tariff legislation means that if the Democratic
Party will pursue a sound sane policy it ean bring to its stand-
ard and support a great many of the manufacturing interests of
this country.

The greatest service that has been reudered—unintentionally,
however—to the manufacturing interests of this country has
been rendered by the agricultural tariff bloc. They have taught
them the ridiculousness and the absurdity of the high pro-
tective system. While these manufacturers were getting pro-
tection themselyves, they were happy and contented; but when
other industries, like agriculture, appeared and asked for pro-
tection, they realized how false their position was, and how
absurd and ridiculous it was to be contending for high pro-
tective duties for their industries alone. The argument of the
agricultural bloc is, * Because you, in the manufacturing cen-
ters of this country, have become prosperous by protection,
we believe we ought to have a share of it; we ought to have a
part of it, and ought to participate in it.” I repeat that, in my
opinion, the Democratic Party, as a result of this tariff legis-
lation, is going to have many, many Republican protectionists
accept its theory on the tariff question of a tariff for revenue
only and support the Democratic Party in the néxt campaign.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. BORAH. What is the position of the Democratic Party
on the tarift?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 assume that the position
of the Democratic Party is, if I may speak for the party, that
it is in favor of a tariff for revenue. Many of the party plat-
forms, however, have favored a reasonable protection.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator did not hear the able and un-
answerable argument of the Senator from Alabama [Mr., Her-
LIN] on graphite?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I heard the argument, but I
do not agree with the Senator that it was unanswerable.

Mr. BORAH. If there is a Democrat in the United States,
it is the Senator from Alabama. He is one of the distinguished
leaders of the party, and recognized as such,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 think the Senator from
Alabama was taking the position that now that protection is
being passed around, he believes the graphite industry in his
State onght to have protection. I do not agree with that poliey,
but I think that iz the sole explanation of his advocating a pro-
tection upon the graphite-mining industry of Alabama.

Mr, BORAH. 1 know the views of the SBenator from Mussa-
chusetts on the tariff, and so far as I know they are consistent
views; but, without intending to be so, it is utterly misleading
for either a Republican or a Democrat to state that there is any
difference between Democrats and Republicans on the subject of
tariff so far as party is concerned.

The fact is, as has been demonstrated in this bill, that when
an industry springs up in any part of the country, whether it is
the Democratic part of the country or the Republican part of
the country, it asks for protection; and I am one of those who
are in favor of granting the same protection to the industry in
Alabama that is granted to the industry in Massachusetts,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certalinly,

Mr, BORAH. I think the argument of the Senator from
Alabama is unanswerable, that if we are going to have protec-
tion we must protect his industry; but it leaves us in a position
where there is no difference between the Democratic and Re-
publican Parties on the tariff, just the same as there is prac-
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tically no difference between the two parties on any other thing
except that some are in and some are out.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon
me——

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. I hope the Senator from Idaho will not con-
clude that there is no principle left abeut which an historic
party can rally because a few of our friends over here oeca-
sionally find their mouths watering when they get too. near the
fleshpots of Egypt. There are quite a number who have not yet
bowed the knee to Baal.

Mr. BORAH. There are quite a number; but I have observed
that in a crucial situation there are always enough Senators on
the other side of the Chamber to make up for any losses on this
side of the Chamber with reference to lowering duties.

Mr. STANLEY. Oh, at the present time I admit that with
the Republiean Party all wrong, and some of the Demoerats
occasionally wrong, the country is in a bad fix.

Mr. BORAH, I am willing that it shall be stated as the
Senator states it. It is pretty difficult to tell, however, which
one of the parties is all wrong at any particular hour.

Mr. STANLEY. Call the roll, and you can tell which side is
wrong on the tariff at any particular hour.

Mr. BORAH. I do not know of an industry that needs pro-
tection which has not its defenders upon the other side of the
Chamber, You believe in protection when it comes home to you,
and it is inevitable that it should be so. It is simply a question

of the degree of proteetion; that isall. A lot of us on this side

of the Chamber do not believe in raising the wall so high that
nothing can be imported. There are some, apparently, who do
believe in that, but that is not true Republican doctrine. How-
ever, it must be apparent to the Senator that there are a num-
ber of articles which are being particularly supported for pro-
tection from the other side of the Chamber.

Mr. STANLEY. Peanuts, for instance.

Mr. BORAH. Peanuts, sugar, graphite, long-staple cotton,
hides, and so forth.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I have often wondered how
so independent a spirit and so discriminating and sagacious an
intellect as that of the transeendently brilliant Senator from
Idaho could be reconciled to the monstrosities of this measure
on any theory hitherto advocated by free traders, tonsistent
protectionists, who believe in the prineciple of equalizing the cost
of production at home and abroad, or those who believe in a
ta.rin! tor venue only. My impression is that the longer the

the worse fix he will be in.

Mx BORAH I have not reconciled myself to this bilL

Mr, STANLEY. I did not think the Senator had, or would,
or could.

Mr. BORAH. I have voted for lowering the duty oftener than
a number of Senators upon the other side.

Mr. STANLEY, With all their faults I love them still, on
this side.

Mr. BORAH. And they are good Democrats. They are not
to be read out of the party at all. They add respectability to
the party, and there is no attempt to get rid of them at the
eaucus, or anything of that kind. The party recognizes them, is
glad to see them, and takes their contributions and their help
in the campaigns, I have no doubt.

Mr. STANLEY. There are some Democrats on this side who
are not orthodox. There are some good and patriotic men of
whom I am personally very fond, who are so right on other
questions, constitutional gquestions, for instance, that I am
tempted to pardon them for their heterodoxy on the tariff. But
the Senator Is altogether wrong—he is never consciously un-
just—in this generalization that there is no interest in the
South which could be aided or fostered by protection that has
not its advocates. Between the Gulf of Mexico and the Cana-
dian border, between Cape May and the Golden Gate, there are
not on this continent as many different things which could
receive more or less protection from duties imposed without
regard to their justice or propriety than in the State I have the
honor in part to represent, and I have turned a face of flint
to every interested appeal from every one of those industries,
great or small, for any duty which did not square with the
eternal and unalterable faith that is in me, that it is Indus-
trially and politically dishonest to use the taxing power of the
Government for any other purpose than to produce the revenues
essential to malntain it, economically administered. Whenever
I have found that a duty would not be productive of any mate-
rial revenue, but would simply enable some industry to subsist
by labor rather than by law, and to become a pensioner upon the
Government, subsist by extortion upon consumers rather than by
any material addition to the wealth of the community, that

enterprise has never received my support, and, so help me God,
as long as I stay in this body, it never will.

Mr. BORAH. I think the Senator is a good Democrat.

Mr. STANLEY. I am.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, much that the
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram] has said I agree with, but
I can not quite agree with the Senator from Idaho in his state-
ment that the only question here is degree of protection. To
my mind, there are two other questions involved. Can the in-
dustry seeking protection with reasonable tariff duties produce

sufficient quantity of the protected product to take care of the
American demands, and can it produce it at a reasonable price?
To my mind, the difficulty with this bill, the ehief underlying
touble with it, is that in bestowing protection there has been
20 consideration whatever paid to the ability to produce in
Xmerica a sufficient supply to take eare of our consumption
cr to do it at a reasonable price to the consumers. When we un-
dertook to protect war bables we abandoned the old theory of
protecting an infant industry, which was based on the theory
that a protecting duty would enable the home industry to sup-
rly the needs of the American consumers at a reasonable priee.
Jo entitle an industry to protection there should be some evi-
dence at hand to prove that the protected industry ean produce
ezonomically sufficient gquantities to take care of our consump-
tion,

In defending this bill the other day the Senator from New
Jersey stated that he did not care how insignificant was the
production, if there was an industry here producing very little
of the necessary comsumption in America, and a competing in-
dustry in Germany, where labor was paid less than in America,
he believed in giving protection to the industry. Of course,
that has never been the Republican theory of protectiom. It
has never been anybody’s theory before; and the fatal defect in
this bill is that in fixing the rates they have never asked the
question, Can thig industry ever take care of the American con-
sumption? Can it take care of it and sell te American con-
sumers at a reasonable price? No protective theory is sound,
no proteetive theory will receive the support of the American
people, unless it ean be shown that the protected industry, with
a reasonable tariff duty, ean take eare of our demands and sell
to the consumers at a reasonable and not an exorbitant price.
We can not defend a system that penalizes with excessive high
prices our people in order to keep alive a few industries that
never will be self-supporting without prohibitive tariff duties.

I do not think the Senator from Idaho dismgrees with me very
much in that theory. I agree with him that the degree of pro-
tection is a very important factor, but the extent of the ability
to produce enough to take care of our demands is likewise most
important. By this bill we are levying exorbitant rates upon
commodity after commodity, when it is confessed and admitted
that we never can take care of our consumption in America
except at outrageous prices collected from our consumers. If
an industry is producing 30 or 40 per cent of the demand of the
American public and is meeting with serious foreign competi-
tion and is likely to be destroyed, and laborers are likely to
have their wages reduced or lose their employment, I can sym-
pathize with an argument for protection; but this bill goes
away beyond that. That is why the Democratic Party can
stand in opposing this bill on the old Republican protective
platform.

Every sound theory which the Republican protectionists had
in the past has in this bill been abandoned, for item after item
has been taken up and a high tariff rate fixed because somebody
wanted it—somebody who during the war, when all the prod-
ucts of the world were shut out of America, was able to make
money out of a given product. They ask for rates and have re-
ceived them in this bill to protect their industries, so as to
maintain the excessive profits, the abnormal war profits, which
they made at the time the American industries were not com-
pelled to compete with any foreign industries. If the Senators
in this Chamber do not realize that the American people will
not tolerate a continuance of war prices in time of peace, they
;ﬂll find it out in the next election, when this bill will be an
ssue,

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sen-
ator if it is his view that the American product ecan nof serve
a purpose and that this quantity will still be imported, even
though the committee rates be imposed on goods from abroad?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Will the Senator state his
question again?

Mr. LENROOT. Putting it another way. does the Senator
think the commiitee rates will affect the amount of imports?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I certainly believe that is
the purpose in putting the rates in this bill.
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Mr. LENROOT. 1 want the Senator’s opinion about it,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is my opinion.

Mr. LENROOT. That it would affect them?¥

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. It is my opinion that the
rates in this bill will actually shut out necessary and important
products which our manufacturers and people need.

AMr. LENROOT. I am speaking of this item.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Oh, I thought the Senator
was speaking of general conditions. No; I do not think it will.

Mr. LENROOT. Then how does the Senator reconcile his
view, being in favor of a tariff for revenue, that. this com-
modity should be placed upon the free list? It will produce
a very large revenue, the Senator says, under the committee
rates, !

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts, I do not agree with the Sen-
ator that it will produce a very large revenue, It will produce
a very insignificant revenue.

Mr. LENROOT. Fifty per cent ad valorem will produce con-
siderable revenue.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But there is very little of
it imported into this country. It is only a by-product. It is
only used in a very limited degree in making these graphite
products, so that the only purpose of a duty is to compel the
manufacturer of these products to increase the price to the
consumers. b

Mr. LENROOT. Then is it the Senator’s view that any com-
modity that is not imported in large quantities should be placed
on the free list.on general principles?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is my opinion that any-
thing essential and necessary for the prosperity of our people
and the happiness of our people which can not be produced in
America in sufficient quantity and at a reasonable price should
go on the free list. That is my view.

We have departed very far from the subject under considera-
tion. I do not think I want to confinue to read these letters.
I have many more of them from reputable concerns, from
writers known to myself, who state to me that the graphite
imported does not compete with the domestie graphite, and
that these rates will be ruinous. Under the circumstances I
think it is an outrage to impose so quickly and suddenly such
a heavy rate upon this product, a rate, as I pointed out a few
minutes ago, which means to one dealer alone in my State an
extra cost of $25,000 per annum and to another $45,000.

It seems to me this article ought to be kept upon the free list,
and therefore the minority members of the Finance Committee
not only oppose the amendment offered by the Senater from
Colorado, but will favor the amendment offered by the Senator
from Michigan to have graphite put on the free list.

Mr, LENROOT, Mr. President, T wish to say a word con-
cerning the conversion to the doctrine of protection of the
junior Senator from Alabama [Mr, HerrLin]. No one has more
frequently denounced the Republican members of the Finance
Committee as being the creatures of robber tariff barons of
America than the junior Senator from Alabama. He has made
his speech upon salt and upon glass sand every day since those
items were acted upon by the Senate, and I supposed, of course,
when the distinguished Senator rose to address himself to this
gquestion that he would not only oppose the amendment offered
by the Senator from Colorado, but that he would vigorously
oppose the committee amendment imposing a duty upon
graphite.

I supposed, of course, that he would call attention to the fact
that under the Underwood law graphite is free; that he would
call attention to the fact that under the Payne-Aldrich law
graphite was free; and that he would allege, in accordance with
his custom in regard to other articles, that the Republican
members of the Finance Committee, for the benefit of a few
mine owners in America, now propose to take the pennies from
the school children of America by placing a tax upon the lead
that is found in lead pencils. That would be exactly in accord
with the arguments the Senator has made in the past.

S0 you can imagine my amazement when the Senator from
Alabama developed his argument, and we find that he not only
does not oppose the committee amendment, he not only does not
oppose the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, because
the rates they propose are too high, but he opposes the committee
amendment because the Republican members of the committee,
serving the high-protected interests, as he alleges, have not
made the tariff on this article high enough, and he favors the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, But, of
course, this is all explained when the Benator very frankly
admits that there are graphite mines in the State of Alabama,

Mr, President, seriously speaking, I am a Republican and I
am a protectionist. I am for protection to the mines of Ala-

bama. I am for protection to every industry in America. Bat
I can not follow the argument of the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. HeFLIN] or of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsu],
who, I assume, is going to vote for the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Colorado placing a higher duty than is proposed by
the committee, upon the theory, as they put it, that if we are to
have the doctrine of protection, as is now settled so far as
this Congress is concerned, they are going to stand for pro-
tective duties upon the products of their own States. That
would be logical if they would likewise stand for protective
duties for articles produced in other States, but thus far in the
consideration of the tariff bill we find those Senators voting
against every duty proposed by the committee and in nearly
every case voting to reduce the duties to the same rates founhd
in the Underwood law.

I submit to those Senators that they are perfectly consistent
in voting either for the committee amendment or the amend-
ment of the Senator from Colorado, if they believe that is the
proper duty, if they will follow the same policy with reference
to other articles in the bill. That does not mean following the
committee in all cases. I have not followed the committee in
all cases. I have protested against some rates. I expect fo pro-
test against others unless they are reduced. But I do submit
that if Senators are going to apply one principle if the product
comes from their own State, it ought to be applied as well to
products which are produced in other States.

Mr, President, I only rose to say a word concerning the speech
of the Senator from Alabama. I wish we could welcome him
to the Republican fold as a protectionist, but 1 am afraid that
we will find our genial friend a protectionist in spots if those
spots are in the State of Alabama.

Mr., McCUMBER. Mr, President, I think Senators now will
fully appreciate some of the difficulties which have beset the
Committee on Finance in dealing with these questions during
the last two or three months. We had the same matter before
us for about three weeks of discussion before it was finally
settled, as most of these matters must be settled, more or less
by a compromise of views.

We find here among the ardent protectionists the Senator
from Colorado [Mr. NicHorson] asking for a protection of
about 100 per cent ad valorem. We find the ardent protection-
ist from' the State of Michigan [Mr. Towxssexp] demanding
that the article be placed upon the free list. Here we have a
divergence of views upon the Republican side.

We go then to the other side of the Chamber and we find the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Staniey] declaring that he would
not give a cent of protection to anything in the world, and im-
mediately we hear from the Senator from Alabama |[Mr.
Herrix ], who in the twinkling of an eye is metamorphosed from
an ardent free trader to a protectionist of the deepest dye.
When we have these sudden conversions on the other side of
the Chamber and the divergence of views on this side of the
Chamber, I think Senators can realize some of the difficulties
which have beset our path for the last two or three months
while we were discussing this element.

Mr. President, I think it possibly might help us a little out
of this babble of argument and the divergent views if I should
put into the Recomp, before we vote upon the subject, a few
truths at which we can just take a glanece without any impas-
sioned oratory on either side, and then vote our convictions,

We have in this paragraph three subdivisions or three differ-
ent grades of graphite. We have first amorphous, which is free
under the present law and free under the Payne-Aldrich law,
It is produced in Mexico and in Korea. 1 do not think there
will be any domestic competition with that kind of graphite. I
agree entirely with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Town-
sEND]. This is a tariff for revenue upon that particular com-
modity and not a tariff for protection, as I view it.

We have levied a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem. I think we
will get some revenue out of it, and we need the revenue. I do
not think it will add to the cost of lead pencilsg in the United
States to any appreciable degree. In other words, I think the
school children will get their lead pencils just about as cheaply
after this becomes a law as they are getting them to-day.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Muyr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question? :

Mr., McCUMBER,

Mr. TOWNSEND.
count when fixing
graphite?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; we have given a duty on all of them.
Some of them will be slightly competitive, certainly, because,
while they are of a different character, the one to a certain ex-
tent will displace necessarily the other,

Certainly.
Did the Senator take this duty into ac-
a duty on the products of amorphous
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Mr, TOWNSEND. I do not think the Senator understood
me. Perhaps I did not make myself clear. We have been talk-
ing about a compensatory duty.

Mr, McOUMBER. No; I am not talking about a compensa-
tory duty.

Mr, TOWNSEND. Well, I am., The committee has placed a
duty of 10 per cent on amorphous graphite, There are certain
manufactures made out of amorphous graphite, The question I
asked the Senator is whether he increased the duty on those
manufactures because of the duty placed on amorphous
graphite?

Mr. McOCUMBER. I will not put it in exactly that form. I
will say that we have given a duty upon lead pencils which,
we think, is sufficient, and that is all that is necessary so far
as the manufacturer of lead penclls is concerned.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President——

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield to the Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. STANLEY. It appears that this duty on graphite is a
duty on lead pencils, because it puts an additional cost on
every little school child that uses a lead pencil, and I naturally
revolt against levying a duty upon the children at school, their
geientific instruments, their school. books, or their dear little
lead pencils. I am sure the Senator from Michigan will agree
that if we take the duty off of graphite it should also go off of
lead pencils,

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President——

Mr. McCUMBER. Just a moment, please. Let us see the
added cost of the lead pencil by reason of the duty ou this
kind of graphite. I believe the duty would amount to about
one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. One-tenth of 1 cent per pound,
the Senator can conclude, would be about how much to the
lead pencil—one ten-thousandth of 1 cent, would it be, or one
one-millionth of 1 cent? I have not the time to make the com-
putation of the figures just now, but I assume that it will not
make one bit of difference in the sale of a lead pencil, whether
it is a 10-cent pencil or a 5-cent pencil or a 3-cent pencil.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, may 1 ask the chairman of
the Finance Committee a question?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. NICHOLSON. This graphite enters into the making of
pencils, It is practically free when it is given a 10 per cent
ad valorem duty, referring now to amorphous graphite, so that
at 1 or 14 cents a pound it would have about two-tenths or
three-tenths of a cent duty. Have we placed school children's
pencils upon the free list?

Mr. McCUMBER. No; we Lave given them a dunty to pro-
tect the American manufacturer, and I have not heard of any-
body erying about the cost of a lead peneil.

Mr. NICHOLSON. If it is fair to place the graphite practi-
cally on the free list, why is it not fair to place the pencil
manufacturer upon the free list? Why make a fish of one and
flesh of the other?

Mr. McCUMBER.
list.

Mr, NICHOLSON, They are practically there.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, 1 was not crying about the
school children. It was the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lrx-
rooT] who bitterly arraigned the cruel Senator from Alabama
[Mr. Herran] for levying this indefensible duty upon the school
cliildren,

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, no: I avish to defend the Senator from
Wisconsin. The Senator from Wisconsin simply stated that
that was the kind of argument he had expected from the Senator
from Alabama, but he did not get it.

Mr, STANLEY. 1t is the kind we did get from the Senator
from Wisconsin. In any event, I would help these dear little
ones, I hope the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Towxsexp] will
agree that if they give us free graphite, we will take the duty
off of lead pencils—a 45 per cent duty—which is abount one-third
the value of the pencil, and which will help us very much. Of
course, the graphite does not amount to so much, but every
little helps these hard times, and I hope the Senator from Michi-
gan will agree to this proposition.

Mr. McCCUMBER. Mr. President, I was stating that the Mexi-
can graphite, which is the graphite, and practically the only
graphite, as I understand, that is vsed in the manufacture of
pencils, outside of a little that may come from Korea, will in no
wise affect the selling price of the graphite produced here and
used entirely for different purposes.

We then come to erystalline lump, on which we give a 20 per
cent ad valorem duty. There is only one deposit that T know
of or that I have heard of in the United States of that particu-
lar kind of graphite. That is found in the State of Montana.
This duty, while it may not be as high as the producers of
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We are not putting either upon the free

Montana might consider necessary for a protective duty, will be
a revenue duty and to some extent I think it will be protective,
at least suflicient so the industry may continue. i

Now, Mr. President, there will be a continued demand for the
foreign article. It will come in because the crucible makers
believe, at least, that they have to have a proper proportion of
the Ceylon admixture where they use the American product, and
possibly that is true.

The War Industries Board required them to use at least 20
per cent of the American product during the war in the manu-
facture of those crucibles. It was found that they could use
them, and use them successfully, but they still believed that the
foreign product is the better, and I have no doubt that the
foreign produet will still come in and that we will receive from
it a reasonable smount of duty.

We then come to the crystalline flake graphite, nupon which
we place a duty of 2 cents a pound. That is found in Alabama,
in New York, in Pennsylvania, and possibly to some extent in
other States. That can be used and has been used without any
indication of any of the detriments in the product produced by
a use of 20 per cent, at least, of the Alabama product with the
other American products, There was a protest by the American
manufacturers of cruecibles in the first instance, but, after they
had used it for a while, they concluded that they could use it,
and that for some purposes it was even superior to the im-
ported article. The only question is, are we giving enough pro-
tection in order that the Alabama concern may be operated?
1 believe that while we are not giving a high protection, while
the rate is probably rather low, we are, nevertheless, giving a
protective duty that will enable them to resume operations, at
least as soon as conditions become normal,

The Tariff Commission reports that at the highest peak of
prices of labor and wages in the United States it cost about 10
cents a pound fto produce the product in Alabama, The present
price of the foreign article landed here is 7 cents a pound, includ-
ing the freight. The foreign price is about 6 cents a pound, and
adding 2 cents to the foreign price, including the 1. cent freight,
would bring it up to 8 cents. I believe that with lower wages—
and they certainly have diminished in Alabama since the high
peak—and with the cost of other things going down, including
the cost of freight, the extra 2 cents, bringing the priee up to
§ cents, will give the American producer a full opportunity to
compete with the foreign producer.

I will say frankly that I would be.inclined to allow a little
higher duty, but this is one of those cases in which we have the
conflicting interest of the producer on the one side, the conflict-
ing interest of the manufacturer who uses the article as his raw
product on the other, and we also have Senators representing
all of these divergent views, Out of all of the complexity we
have brought before the Senate what might be considered as
fair and reasonable a settlement as we could possibly make.

Mr. HEFLIN, Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. Lexroor] seems very much amused by the attitude which
I have assumed upon the pending question. I have not advo-
cated a high protective tariff for anything, but I believe in a
tariff for revenue. Under the provisions of the tariff law now
in operation, which 1 helped to pass through the House of
Representatives—the Underwood-Simmons revenue tariff law—
there is now being collected between $2350,000,000 and $300,-
000,000 revenue annually, The concerns in this country whose
products compete with those which come in from abroad and
are on the dutiable list in the present law, of course, derive
=some benefit and the Government obtains revenue.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsu], if I under-
stood him correctly, has pointed out that in this instance the
revenue derived from the duty on graphite provided by the
Senate committee would be so small that it would amount to
nothing, and that it would reguire about the amount collected
to keep the books and keep frack of that which was imported,
If that is true, Mr. President, that is an adwmission on ifs face
that the duty is not a sufficient revenue duty becaunse the Gov-
ernment will not derive any benefit from it. Then how will the
infant graphite industry derive any?

Senators on the other side of the Chamber for a long time
have boasted that they were the friends of American industry ;
but here is an infant industry proposed to be stricken down by
the hand of foreign concerns which have assumed control of
the American market, and Senators on the other side of the
Chamber, including the Senator from Wisconsin, are engaged
in a movement over there to put graphite on the free list. -

Mr. P'resident, if there ever was a time when the Government
needed money to help pay the war debt, to relieve our citizens
as much as possible from many of their heavy tax burdens, it
seems to wme that this is the time and that the imposition of a
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revenue duty on graphite is more justifiable than the imposi-
tion of a duty on any other commodity in the whole catalogne
of articles included in the pending bill. This is an industiry
which sprung up out of necessity during the World War. The
Government encouraged it, it used its products; and yet, as soon
as the war clouds were gone the foreign producers came in and
took charge of the American market, closed the American mines,
and turned American labor out of employment. How on earth
ecan any Senator on the other side of the Chamber justify his
position in voting to put graphite on the free list?

‘Senators can not hide behind a screen by suggesting that I
have gone over to the theory of protection. They can not get
away from the fact, which must stand out before the American
people, that it is not the little concern that 'gets aid at their
hands. I have stated before, and I repeat now, that it is the
‘big concern, which is financially strong and politically power-
ful, to whom Senators on the other side extend protection. It is
‘mot 'the little individual who is struggling, it is not the little
man, it is not the average man, but '‘the gigantic industries
which are able to write big checks for Republican campaign
funds. They come down here and demand at the hands of the
Republicans behind closed doors that they tax the American
‘consumers and pay back the campaign money contributed, multi-
plied over and over many times,

I assert again that here is such an instance. The graphite
industry in my State we are told is owned largely by individuals
in the East who went down there and spent their money in war
‘times to produce this necessary material needed by the Govern-
ment in the hour of its peril, and as soon as the war was over
and we had -won, why, their industry was forced to shut down.
The Republican Party has been in power in (Congress since
March 4, 1919, and yet they have not turned a wheel toward
helping that industry; but the great ecrucible makers of New
Jersey, the pet corporate concerns of the home State of my
distinguished friend ‘the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Fre-
LINGHUYSEN], do not want any tax at all on graphite. They
want it just as cheap as they can get it; they are the big con-
-gumers of it. Here is an industry treated with scorn because
we want a proper tax laid that will bring some revenue to the
Government and ‘will incidentally aid an American concern that
is struggling to live.

The Senator from Wisconsin says that we want to tax the
school children, because graphite is used in making pencils,
The Senator from North Dakota answered him by saying that
this tax would never reach the school child. So a Republican
has answered a Republican. I 'ask the Senator from Wisconsin
what is he going to do about putting a tax on lead penecils which
are incluoded in this bill—not the graphite, the material out
yonder, but little of which will be used in making lead pencils—
but what is the Senator going to do about taxing the pencil
itself—the finished product—that the school child ‘must use in
his work? I have not heard the Senator from Wisconsin speak
about that.

Mr. LENROOT, Will the Senator from Alabama yield?

Mr, HEFLIN. I am glad to yield.

Mr., LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator what he
is going to do about the tax on pencils? Is he in favor of
putting pencils on the free list?

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the Senator’s question?

Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator whether he
is in favor of putting lead pencils upon the free list?

Mr. HEFLIN. The present tax——

Mr. LENROOT. The question T asked the Senator was
whether he was in favor of putting lead pencils on'the free list.
That is a plain question.

Mr. HEFLIN. I am in favor of the imposition of revenue
duties, but the Senator's side favors a high protection for
everything which the big man makes and nothing that will aid
the common man.

Now, Mr. President, comes the distinguished and genial
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Towxsexp] and ‘wants to put
graphite on the free list. He voted the other might to put salt
on the tax list. I wish again to read something about the
salt industry in the Senator's State, which was said by former
Senator Vest, from Missouri, in a speech which was made in
this body some 30 years ago. Mr. Vest said:

It is notorious that two years ago this same Michigan salt associa-
. Hion went into the State of West Virginia, bought up the salt springs
in the valley of the Kanawha, and closed all except two, and by that
means controlled aleo the production of salt in another State of this
Union, and they were enabled to do it by reason of this tariff duty
which shut out foreign competition and handicapped the foreign im-

rter to such-an extent that it left them in absolute eontrol of the
ome market,

That is what that assoclation in the State of 'the Senator
from Michigan 30 years ago did with the salt industry of the

United States. The great salt association in his State, not con-
tent in eontrolling the price there, went down into West Vir-
ginia, buying up competing concerns .and holding them in
reserve, and reducing the cutput so that they could absolutely
control the price of salt in the United States. In the Under-
wood law we put salt on the free list. James A. Garfield, the
‘honored martyred President, made a speech in favor of putting
salt on the free list. Former Senator Hale, the distinguished
father of the present Senator from the State of Maine, made a
speech in favor of putting salt on the free list. Senator Vest
was speaking in favor of free salt. Now, the Senator from
Michigan has voted to tax salt, which everybody uses, 40 cents
a sack; and now the Senator comes to-day and generously
offers to put graphite on'the free list, and but few people buy
graphite. A few great big corporate concerns use it, and they
do not want it on the revenue list. They do not want any
revenue derived for the Government upon it. do not
want those who produce it to be incidentally hel Thera
you are, Mr, President.

I will tell you :some of the things I voted against. Talk
about ‘voting for protection. I voted against your tax on mill-
stones, I saw you vote a ‘tax on that yesterday-—millstones
that grind the people's bread. The Republican Party actually
laid a tax on millstones yesterday, Mr. President.

That is not all. I saw you tax medicines. Why, under the
reign of the Republican Party your deflation policy robbed

‘the South and the West; you closed industries; you turned

labor out of employment; you bankrupted the country mer-
chants and bankers; and mow the people are down, struggling
to get up again, feeble, indeed, and you put a tax on medicines.
You made it hard for them to get sufficient food to keep their
bodies ‘strong, you weakened and impaired their physical be-
ings, ‘and you made them 'sick and put them to bed; the only
thing left for them to do was to take medicine, and last night
the medicine combine forced you to put a tax on medicine.

There 'is no escape from the taxgatherers of the Republican
Party. You tax everything, from the swaddling clothes of the
infant to the winding sheet of ithe dead. [Laughter.]

I saw you put a tax on potash. I remind you of that again,
You have that in this bill, and every farmer in America is inter-
ested in that. You increased the price of potash to him, and

‘then you talk about favoring a bill that is a benefit to the com-

mon man, the common masses !

I saw you vote to put a tax on cement. I mentioned that the
other day, but I will mention it again, to show you how I voted,
I voted against every one of these things. Why? DBecause
there was mo justification on this earth for putting a tax on
cement. More cement is procured in the Senator’s [Mr, Towxs-
sEND'S] own State of Michigan than is produced anywhere in the
world—4,000,000 barrels in one year, according to my recollec-
tion—and we imported only some five or tem thousand barrels
of it in a year. I am not absolutely accurate about the figures,
but that is my recollection of it. What excuse v-as there for
putting a tax on cement? None on earth. Who profited by that
tax? You shut out imports; you put money in the pockets of
the Cement Trust; you took it out of the pocket of everybody who
buries his dead; you tax them even in the grave. Cement is
used in preparing graves for the dead. Cement is used for many
purpeses about the yard, bullding walk ways from the gate to
the doorstep to enable the people to keep out of the mud. You
have made it impossible for them to do that now. Under the
reign of the Republican Party you have made them unable to
buy shoes, and now you are making them walk barefooted
through the mud from the gate to the doorstep by your tax on
cement, [Laughter.]

Mr. President, the farmer uses cement to make pig troughs,
chicken troughs, hog troughs, cattle troughs, horse troughs, mule
troughs, little bridges over the branches and over the creeks,
and in constructing the roads that lead from farm to market,
as I said the-other night,

You did that in the case of cement. What excuse did you
have for it? Not any under the sun. That is the reason I fought
you in that. There was not any justification in it; and it is a
crime for you to tax salt. Think of it! Taking salt off the free
list, where the Democratic party put it, and you laid the heavy
hand of taxation upon it, and every man who buys a 200-pound
sack pays 40 cents of cold coin into the coffers of the Salt Trust
of America, the controlling interest of it being in the State of
Michigan.

Oh, how generous is the Senator from the State of Michigan!
He wants to put on the free list graphite, that his constituents
use, some of them in making crucibles about Detroit, and now
the Senator wants to put a tax on salt and cement and mill-
stones, and medicines, and potash, and brick, and building stone,
and all that; but when we come here to ask Congress to de-
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rive some revenue from the products of a mine in America—
a mine that is now closed, a mine that must be helped or stay
closed, when the Government can derive revenue to help pay
the war debt, and these people can be incidentally ailded to open
their mines and move—we find the proposition opposed by the
Senator from Michigan, the Senator from Wisconsii, the Sena-
tor from New Ji

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President—

Mr. HEFLIN, The Senator from New Jersey, who got a tax
on sand. I see him come in again, He reminds me of that sand
storm every time I see him.

The PRESIDING OFFIOER (Mr. Capper in the chair). Does
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from New
Jersey ?

Mr. HEFLIN, T am glad to yield fo the Senator.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. T should like to ask the Senator
whether he hag made up his mind yet what duty he wants
placed upon this industry of his in Alabama?

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 will let the Senator know. I am in favor
of a little higher duty than you have in the committee bill. I
think we will get a little more revenue, and incidentally aid
those people that yon are now permitting to starve down there.

Mr. President, I did not intend to occupy very much of the
time of the Senate, but I want to make this position clear: The
grent necessities of life are being plucked out and taken off of
the Democratic free list and put upon the tax list by the Re-
publican Party. We have many iftems upon our law that tax
luxuries that people do not have to pay unless they indulge in
the luxuries. We put a tax on some of the luxuries that only
those with money to waste would have to pay.

The average man who decided that he did not want to bur-
den himself with the luxury so taxed, could aveid paying
that tax; but you put a tax on salt, an everyday necessity,
and he ean not avoid that. He has to have salt in order to
sustain the living, and he must have cement when he buries
his dead.

My friend from South Carolina [Mr. Diarn] reminds me that
it will take about 2 more bushels of corn for the farmer to
buy a sack of salt under the tax bill of the Republican Party.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Georgin?

Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to my friend from
Georgia.

AMr, WATSON of Georgia.
paragraph 1402:

Boxing gloves, ice and roller skates, and parts thereof, baseballs,
footballs, tennis balls, golf balls, and all other balls, of whatever mate-
rial composed, finished or unfinished, deslgned for use in qh{:icai exer-
cige or in any indoor or outdoor game or sport, and all clubs, rackets,
bats, or other equipment, such as is ordinarily used in conjunction
therewith in exercise or play, all the foregoing, not specially provided
for, 45 per cent ad valorem.

So the Senator will see that the Republican Party is taxing
the physical perfection of our people and putting a heavy
penalty both on indoor sports and outdoor sporis and exercises,

My, HEFLIN. Mr. President. I thank my friend from
Georgia for bringing that to my attention. I had already re-
ferred to the fact that they had made it very hard indeed for
the common man, the average man or woman, to get enough to
live on. They are frail and weak, thousands of them, under the
reign of the Republican Party. We did have a few boys and
girls who were going to school, and it was necessary for them
to take these exercises for physical development to make them
strong young men and women, and now you have laid a tax
upon that sport, and you would stop the physical development
of the youth of the country in order to put money into the
pockets of these big manufacturers in the East who make this
stuff, and who are not satisfied with the profits they make in
competition with others but who want fo use the taxing power
of the people to put money in their pockets and increase their
fortunes. That is what you are doing.

Why, think of that! The litfle boy who works and saves to
buy himself a little baseball and a glove so that he ecan go out
barefooted on the grags and throw the ball—every time he
whirls that sphere it sings as it goes through the air: “ Taxed
by the Republican Party!” [Laughter.]

Mr, President, I said that you tax them from the cradle
to the grave. There is no escape,

Now, to come back to what I was saying a moment ago: I
was showing that I have voted against your measures that
sought to increase the tax upon the American consumer and to
give high protection to some concern that did not need it, and
that you could not justify it. 1 voted to keep these things free
that the general publi¢ need to buy and must have. My record
is clear upon that. I favored putting a tax upon imports, as I

I call the Senator's attention to

stated before. I voted for a bill that has guite a number of
items in it that we placed on the revenue list, so it is not any-
thing new for me to advoecate a fair tax upon some imports, and
especially an import that roots out the home producer, shuts up
his business, drives away his labor, and turns over the home
market to a foreign concern that digs its product ounf of the
earth with naked slave labor that costs 3 cents a day. It isa
scandal against the Republican Party if the trusts of New Jer-
sey can drive you to put graphite on the free list or to put such
a small revenue tax upon it thaf the revenue will not aid the
Government, and the graphite owners of America will not even
be incidentally helped.

Mr, McOCUMBER. I think it quite proper to put another
item into the Recorp. I just got a report from the Aectuary of
the Treasury Department stating that the amount of tax which
would be collectible under this particular paragraph was about
$384,000. I think that at least is worth saving.

The Senator from Alabama has been giving us salt for our
discussion every day since we voted to fix the duty on salt, and
possibly it would be interesting to him to know what it is cost-
ing and going to cost the American people, I must say, in the
first place, that the salt produced along the Atlantic coast
usually does not go beyond the Allegheny Mountains, and the
only protection, therefore, which the producers of that salt re-
fi'{eiv; is the protection of the few salt wells in northern New

or

That will not affect the salt wells in Michigan or affect the
prices in the Chicago market or probably anywhere else in the
United States. But I will assume that it affects all of the peo-
ple in the United States, and that all of them will be taxed the
full amount of this duty, and I want the Senator for a moment
to stop and calculate what it would mean.

Experts have calculated that in the normal span of life a
man will consume about 60 pounds of salt. The 20 cents on
100 pounds, as fixed by the committee on this table salf, would
therefore mean a tax of 12 cents on the whole amount of salt
a normal human being consumes in a lifetime; and I hope that
the average human being will be enabled, during a lifetime, to
pay this 12 cents extra duty for the benefit of those who are
working these salt mines of New York. I will be glad to con-
tribute my 12 cents.

Now let us look at it from another standpoint. I have an
idea that the average human being, taking him from the child
to the old man, will shake about a pound of salt upon his food,
or have it in his food, during a year. This rate amounts to
$4 a ton, and if that individual shounld have the good luck to
live 2,000 years, he would pay that tax of $4.

1 think that a tax of $4 every 2,000 years will not seriously
ffect the daily life of the ordinary individual. But will not the
Senator let me give him another statement, because I am not
going to say anything more about salt, for I realize this, and I
want the Senator from Alabama to realize it, that if he figures
what it costs the Government for Congress to remain in ses-
sion, the Senater will find, if he computes the time he has spent
and is spending in discussing salt, that it has cost this country
and will cost this country ten times as much as the duty under
this tax together with the added cost of living. So I hope we
can all drop the salt business long enough to get at other mat-
ters connected with the tariff bill

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not agree at all with the
figures that the Senator from North Dakota has suggested,
that 12 cents will buy enough salt for a person for a lifetime,
I do not know where he got those figures. They were probably
furnished by the salt trust, or born in his own very vivid
imagination.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Did the Senator get that impression
from the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. HEFLIN. That it would cost 12 cents?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes.

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; I did.
hall and——

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Senator got it entirely wrong. He
was speaking of the tax, not the cost,

Mr. HEFLIN. The tax on salt?

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes.

Mr. HEFLIN. That the tax would cost him 12 cents in a
lifetime?

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state it so that the Senator will
understand me thoroughly. Physicians and experts say that
the ordinary individual consumes in an average lifetime 60
pounds of salt, and with a rate of duty which amounts to 20
cents on 100 pounds, the tax on the salt consumed in a lifetime
would be about 12 cents.

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; interested experts, Mpr. President, these
experts who have been down here testifying before the Finance

There was some confusion in the
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Committee remind me very much of the fellow who started out
to find a position as school-teacher. He went into one com-
munity and told them his business, and they said,  * What
system do you teach, that the earth is round or flat? " He said,
“1 teach the round system.” They said, ““We don’t believe in
that,” and he had to move on.

He thought he would accommodate himself to the sitoation

as he found it, so when he got into another community and made

known his business, and they said “ What system do you teach,
round or flat?* he said * Flat” He had quickly changed to
meet  what he thought was the prevailing situation; but they
gaid, * We don’t believe in the flat system. We believe in the
round system."”

So, having lost his job and having occupied two different posi-
tions within a very few hours, he decided he would adopt dif-
ferent tacties, and the next day, when he went to another
county, and they said “ What system do you teach—that the
earth is round or flat?” he said, “ That depends altogether on
where I am teaching. If they want the round system, I give
them that.  If they prefer the flat system, why, I give them
that.,” [Laughter.]

That is the way with these experts who come down here,
They give whatever the tariff barons desire. Why, Mr. Presi-
dent, the Senator from North Dakota has only mentioned or
guessed at the amount of salt eaten or consumed as food by
each individual. He does not take into account the vast amount
of salt used for other important purposes, Just think of the
amount consumed every year by the cattlemen of the West.
Salt is used in so many ways. The experts of the tariff barons
are trained so as to say nothing that will hurt their cause. So
we need a grain of salt with some of their statements. They
say the tax on salt would be but 12 cents in a lifetime. If
that was all, what right have you to tax me 12 cents for your
salt trust in the United States that already controls the market?
Youn admit that it is a tax, but you say it is not a large tax.
The principle in this case is wrong.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Do I understand from the Senator it is
not wrong to tax graphite?

Mr. HEFLIN. It is not wrong to have a revenue tax upon
graphite, and that is what we are asking for.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, I understand.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator lives up in a State where they
have some of the big consumers of graphite, and therefore he
wants it on the free list.

If this thing keeps. up over there, if the Republicans decline
to put a product upon the revenue list that will put money in
the Treasury and aid American mines that have a right to
exist; if they tax only those things that hurt the American con-
sumers and benefit the tariff barons, and then turn right around
and lay a tax upon the common necessities of life, imposing
burdens upon the American consumer in the rank and file out
yonder, you can, not save the old G. O. P. carcass in November
with all the salt in the universe. [Laughter.]

On the one hand, they desert their ancient doctrine, that they
will go to the rescue of an infant industry, and in this case
they are killing one outright, and they know it. We pointed
out to them that this American graphite industry was prac-
tically dead, and the American market fed and controlled by a
foreign producer. Here stands one.of the leaders on the other
gide, the distinguished Senator from Michigan [Mr. TownsEND],
advocating putting it upon the free list; and the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN], the first part of whose name
suggests he would favor a free list, is agreeable to a rate on it
that is so low that it would amount to practically nothing and
bring in no revenue.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, is-the Senator yet
ready to answer my question as to what tariff he desires on
this industrial plant in his State?

My, HEFLIN, I believe the Senator from North Dakota said
it cost about 10 cents a pound to get it out of the mines down
there, and that you get it abroad for 6 cents; that freight and
other charges would run it up to about 8. Then they under-
sell the producer at the mine, with the actual cost of produc-
tion, 2 cents a pound, and the Senator from Michigan wants to
put it on the free list, and the Senator.from North Dakota
wants to fix a rate which would make the price of the foreign
product just exactly what it costs the miner to get it out at
the mouth of the mine in Alabama.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. May I ask the Senator what his
conclusion is after his computation?

Mr. HEFLIN. I stated to the Senator at. the outset that I
am opposed to the rate the committee has adopted. I think it
ought to be higher. I do not say that I favor going as high as
the Senator from Colorado has gone, I will probably offer an
amendment myself, perhaps to come in somewhere between

those two. I do not want to ask for more than is necessary,
and I do not want to have the graphite producers deceived by
whatever you are going to offer. I state, as I stated hefore,
that I am not an expert upon rates, but I am talking about the
everlasting principle. How can youn stand here and vote to put
millstones upon the tax list and vote to tax the people’s medi-
cines, and vote to put cement on the tax list, and to put salt
upon the tax list, and to put potash upon the tax list, and then
turn around and knock graphite in the head simply and solely
because the big corporate concerns in the East have told you
what to do in the matter?' And here you are refusing to raise
revenue on thousands of tons of graphite coming into the United
States and destroying a home industry.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I ‘do not rise to
advocate either an increase or a decrease in the duty on
graphite, but to call attention to some considerations which it
seems to me are pertinent to the inquiry that is before us, and
to clear up what I conceive to be some misconceptions concerning
some features of the question.

I might say in this connection, however, that if the Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr, LENzoor] conceives, as I understand him
to say, that he expects to find me an advocate of high protec-
tive duties with respect to the products of the State of Montana,
and the supporter of some other principle with respect to the
products of some other State, my votes on this measure will dis-
illusion him,

I might add also that if the Senator from Wisconsin sees no
difference between the attitude of a Senator who votes in favor
of a duty upon certain products of his State when a bill is to
be passed containing high protective duties—although that prin-
ciple will not govern my action—if he sees no difference be-
tween the attitude of the man who votes In favor of a duty
upon the products of his State, but who proposes to vote
finally against the bill, and a man who votes in favor of a high
protective duty upon the products of his State upon an under-
standing, expressed or implied, that he will also vote for high
protective duties which are asked by Senators representing other
States, under an agreement also to vote eventually for the bill,
I do not think he senses the situation very clearly.

It was charged by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr., HrrcH-
cock] a few days ago, or suggested at least, that all the indicia
pointed to the conclusion that the tariff bloc had entered into
an agreement under which they were to have the support of the
other Senators favoring the bill on the agricultural items in the
bill, and they would close their eyes and their minds to the
iniquities of the other provisions of the bill in order to get
what they desired.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I will yield jin just a moment. I
do not undertake to say that it is true or that it is false, but the
position of the man who puts himself in the attitude of support-
ing the bill, whatever objections there may be to it, because he
gets protective duties upon products of his own State, it seems
to me occupies a reprehensible position as a legislator.

I now yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. I wish to make a statement in reply to the
suggestion of the Senator from Montana that there has been
any confract or agreement entered into by the tariff bloe, as
he is pleased to call it. That statement is without foundation
and without any truth at all. In no particular whatsoever, on
any schedule, at any time, have the members of the tariff bloc,
as Senators are pleased to call it, entered into any agreement
with any member of the Finance Committee, nor have they
been asked to my knowledge to support the I"inance Committee,
s0 far as that is concerned. I wish to say here and now that
the tariff bloc in the Senate, as Senators call them, had to
fight for everything they got, not all the members- of the
Finance Committee, but some of them, and we only got what
we did after a hard fight for it and after a complete showing
of the need for it, so far as every industry is concerned that we
represented. Every member of the tariff bloe, so called, is at
liberty to vote as he pleases, so far as that is concerned.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not said a thing against
the tariff bloc and have made no charge against anybody. The
fact is, however, that the members from the agricultural States
have been repeatedly voting for duties here, levying the highest
kinds of taxes upon. articles of ‘large  consumption in their
States, duties which some of the Representatives from those
States upon the other side of the Chamber consider in the na-
ture of extortion, and yet the members of the so-called tariff
bloc come in regularly’ in large numbers and vote for those
duties, leading to the conclusion that they did so upon the
understanding that they were to have the duties they asked
upon their products.

Mr. GOODING, Mr. President—
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator care to say
anything about that remark?

Mr. GOODIXG. Yes; I do.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then I yield gladly.

Mr, GOODING. 1, myself, and a number of other Senators
who belong to the tariff bloc, as it is called, saw a great deal of
the work of the Finance Committee., 1 was there in attendance
almost as much as a great many members of the Finance Com-
mittee, even after the public hearings were over. I want to
say that I never saw men work barder and with more earnest-
nesg than they did in the framing of the bill. I saw from four
to a dozen experts there every day. I saw the committee almost
quarrel over little rates all day long in their efforis to arrive at
what were fair and reasonable duties, fizuring not from the
revenue standpoint but from the protective standpoint of giving
prolection to labor and to American industry.

So far as I am concerned I have complete confidence in the
Finance Committee, Unless I am convinced that the rates are
too high, I propose to support them, so far as I am concerned,
all the way through. That, however, has never been discussed.
Some of the rates I shall not support, however. There are a
few for which I shall not vote, perhaps.

I want to repeat that I saw the committee working there all
day long, day afier day, sometimes far into the night, with a
blackboard before them and with the experts there, who did not
always agree. The committee, of course, didd not always agree.
If a record were kept of the votes of the eommittee, I have no
doubt it would show that probably more than half the time they
did not agree so far as the rates are concerned—that is, they
did not agree unanimously—and yet it is thrown out or inti-
mated from the other side of the Chamber that the bill was
framed behind closed doors in the interest of the predatory
wealth of the country and that the lobbies were packed with
representatives of predalory wealth.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator has not heard me say
anything of the kind.

Mr. GOODING. No; I will not say the Senator has said it;
but it has been said on his side of the Chamber.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It seems to me the remarks of
the Senator are rather irrelevant to anything I have been
talking about.

Mr. GOODING. I think they were very much to the point.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. However, I am glad to have the
contribution of the Senator. I have not been criticizing the
Senate Finance Committee very much.

Mr. GOODING. But they have been criticized very much
from the Senator's side of the Chamber. |

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I do feel like eriticizing, however,
those Senators who, without inquiring whatever into the con-
clusions arrived at by the committee and without hearing the
debates upon the partieular items, come in here regularly and
vote with the committee.

Mr. GOODING. I want to say that in my judgment some of
the duties are not high enough from the protective standpoint.
I do not believe they will give the market in some instances to
the American preducers or that they will start the mills and
factories in this country, because they are not high enough,
I have not agreed with Senators that the people will not stand
for 400 and 500 per cent protection in order to start an indus-
try. I do not agree with Senators in their refusal to adopt
the American valuation plan, because it would mean 400 or 500
per cent protection. I think the Ameriean people will stand
for any duty to keep alive and going the business concerns of
this country which give employment to our laboring men,
rather than to turn any of our industries over to some foreign
country.

I am a protectionist, and I am for seeing these mills started
and for the industries in this country having an opportunity to
run full time if there is a market in America for their products.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I am very glad at
all times to yield to my neighbor from the State of Idaho, but
his comments have no sort of relation to anything I have been
discussing at all. However, now that he has introduced the
subject, I take this opportunity te say that the Senator and I
differ most radically. My conception of the situation is that
the depressed condition of industry in this country to-day is
due to the fact that our market abroad has collapsed by reason
of the failure of the purchasing power of Europe. I know that
to be the case with reference to the two great products of my
State, copper and wheat.

Anything I ean do to assist the people over in Furope in the
way of quieting their disturbed political condition by way of
extending them such credits as we can that will enable them
again to get into the markets and absorb our products I want

to do. Of course, I understand the Senator from Idabo differs
with me, but at this time, considering the necessity we have
for shipping our surplus products abroad, where they may be
absorbed, I do not believe that it is a wise policy to set up a
tarift wall so that those people can not sell to us, becanse if
they do not sell to us they can not buy from us. That is, of
course, my attitude about the matter, but the Senator's attitude
is quite different. He thinks the mills of this country will
open up when this tariff bill is passed. I think they will not
do so. I think it will close down the industries of the country.
I am sure it will retard, at least, the development of the copper
interests and I feel confident that it will be injurious to the
wheat markets. But that is altogether aside from the matter
of graphite, to which I desire to address myself.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Watsa] read some
letters from constituents in his State who are consumers of
graphite to the effect that the American product can not take
the place of that imported from Ceylon, that it will not fill the
requirements for the production of crucibles and other like con-
trivances used in foundries. That is a disputed proposition
upon which the committees of both Houses have heard consider-
able testimony. I shall not undertake at this time to enter
into the controversy further than to call attention to the re-
spective confentions with respect to this matter and the conclu-
sions of our own Government in relation thereto.

We have heard what is said concerning the unavailability of
the American product for use in the production of crucibles and
in foundry work. Before the Senate Committee on Finance
Mr. George A. Sharpe was heard on that subject and testified
as follows:

Mr. Kern said be searched the entire United States in a diligent

effort to find a crucible maker who was making crucibles out of Amerl-
can flake graphite, and he could find none.

Mr. Kern was a user of graphite and was desirous of having
it retained on the free list. Mr. Sharpe said:

His search was careless because he overlooked the Electro-Refrac-
tories Corporation of Buffalo, N. Y. This concern is making crucibles
out of nothing but American graphite, mixed with American cla,
and other American materials; in other words, they are making an
American cruecible, They are selllng fromr i.EO to 2,000 of these
all-American crucibles a month to one of the ln.rfest consumers of
ﬁ'nphite crucibles in the United States. Instead of getting 26 heats

the crucible, as Mr. Pettinos testified this morning was the Hmit
for a Ceylon erucible, this large consumer is getting an average in cax-
load lots of B5 heats to the crucible.

Senator WATsoN, That letter is already in the record?

Mr, Bairrr. Yes, I am simply comparing the number of heats that
erucibles made from the American material ylelds with the number of
heats obtained from the use of the Ceylon product which so many of
our ecrucible manufacturers advocate,

Senator WATsoN, Is that the only establishment in the United States
using the American graphite?

Mr. Sgarpe. That is the only one I know of at present.

Senator Warsox. If they can do that, why don’t more use it?

Mr. Suarrr. T think they will. This result was obtained by the
Electro-Refractories Corporation of Buffalo, N. Y., and is in keeplni
with and supported by the reports of Docfor Stull, of the Bureau o
Mines, in which he says that Alabama flake graphite tops the list for
crucible nse. 1f we get the tarif we ask—{rom 1 cent on crude up to
6 cents on flake—we shall be sa .. Flake is the particular grade
which goes into erucibles, and with our tarlff the consumer will get a
better and a cheaper erneible.

So, Mr. President, if one should govern his action in this mat-
ter upon the assumption that American graphite is unavailable
for use in the manufacture of crucibles, he would be proceed-
ing upon an entirely false assumption. Also, if he is of the opin-
ion that there is no competition between the American graphite
and the importations from Ceylon, he would likewise in all
probability be in error.

But whatever may be the case with respect to the graphite
produced in this country, down in Alabama and in New York
it is conceded, I think, that the Montana product serves all the
purposes of the Ceylon graphite and is the equal of it in every
respect. I read from the report of the Tariff Commission, which
quotes a report by the Bureau of Mines, as follows:

There is, however, one deposit In Montana which has lately been pro-
ducing crystalline nTl‘a;:ahlte that is of the same physical character as
eylon material. The quantity ultimately available has not been
proved, but is believed by the operators to be suflicient to snlgzly domes-
tie demands for many years to come, Alabama flake is a accepted
by certain companies as satisfactory crucible material and has shown
even superior results in crucible tests reported by Doctor Stull in the
Journal of the American Ceramie Soclety, March, 1919,

I should like to read that again for the information of the
Senator from Massachusetts,

There is, however, one deposit in Montana which has lately been pro-
ducing crystalline hite that is of the same physical character as
the Ceylon mate: quantity vitimately available has not beem
proved, but is believed by the operators to be sufficlent to supply domes-
tic demands for many years to come.

I have here, Mr. President, a sample of that graphite, which
may be interesting to some of the Senators. This [exhibiting],
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as Senators will gee, is crystalline in character; it exists in a
vein forination. As to the quantity available, T have the fol-
lowing statement from the owners of the property:

© STATEMENT OF THE CRYSTAL GRAPHITE CO.
DiLLoN, MoxT.

We have here in Beaverhead County, Mont., eight claims, of 20
acres each, being 600 feet wide and 1,500 feet long, located end to end,
making a strip over 2 miles long and 600 feet wide across the moun-
tain. On this strip we have develo sufficient to prove that crystal-
line hite extends along the whole length of the claims. The t-
est de 11?1 we have developed is practically 200 feet, at which de we
find the graphite equally as good but more compact than nearer the
surface; so _at that depth we are enabled to secure the mineral in a
cleaner condition than nearer the surface, However, surface indica-
tions, down the mountain at least 1,000 feet below our lowest level, con-
tain graphite, which shows the material extends at least to that depth.
How much deeper we can only guess., It is hard to prove the tonnage
of graphite on these claims, but under these conditions it must be many
hundred thousand tons.

I speak of this, Mr. President, for the purpose of indicating
that American graphite may be produced in abundance to sup-
ply all the domestic needs of that particular commodity, and
that the quality is equal to the best that can be produced any-
where in the world.

We are told that this bill is framed upon the theory that in
case any American product by encouragement may be developed
80 as to supply the domestic needs, and equal in quality to that
whieh shall come from abroad, it should be protected by a duty
which will equalize the differences in competition in the mar-
kets of the United States.

Mr. President, it is practically conceded that the duty fixed
in this bill by the House—10 per cent—is nothing so far as pro-
tection is concerned; it is practically conceded that the duties
fixed by the Senate Finance Committee amount to nothing so
{ar as protection is concerned.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Will- the Senator from Montana yield
for a moment?

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from Colo-
rado.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Did I understand the Senator from Mon-
tana to state that the duties fixed by the House were nothing?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The House bill imposed a duty of
10 per cent. I said that amounted to practically nothing so
far as protection is concerned. Paragraph 211 as the bill came
from the House provides:

Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined, not specially provided for,
10 per cent ad valorem. .

Mr. NICHOLSON. And the Senate Finance Committee ac-
cepted the rate fixed by the other House?

Mr. SMOOT. No. The Senate committee amendment reads:

Par. 2138a. Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined : Amorphous, 10
per cent ad valorem ; crystalline lump, chip, or dust, 20 per cent ad
valorem ; crystalline flake, 2 cents per pound—

And so forth.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. On amorphous graphite the Senate
committee rate is the same as the House rate, 10 per cent ad
valorem ; but on crystalline lump, chip, or dust the Senate com-
mittee rate is 20 per cent ad valorem, and on ecrystalline flake
2 cents per pound.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I should like to ask my col-
league n question, as he evidently has given the subject con-
siderable attention. What is the principal kind of graphite pro-
duced in this country? Is it crystalline or amorphous?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The principal production is amor-

ous, I can give the Senator the figures.

Mr. MYERS, There is more of amorphous than crystalline
graphite produced in this country?

Mr. WALSIH of Montana. Yes,

Mr. President, I eall attention to this matter for the purpose
of showing that the principle upon which this bill is framed, as
we are told, is not applied to this particular commodity. Of
course, this commodity goes into the manufacture of crucibles,
and erucibles are used in all manner of foundry work, and
particularly in the manufacture of steel products. The Mon-
tana producers were able to operate with a fair degree of profit
during the war when prices mounnted to something like $200 a
ton. Their shipments were all made to Pittsburgh, the center
of the steel-manufacturing industry, and presumably were con-
sumed very largely, if not altogether, in that industry.

There is, Mr. President, a question of policy here as to
whether it would be wiser to burden the manufacturers of steel
and other produets in the production of which graphite is neces-
sury, and thus possibly cripple our manufacturers of steel in
their contest with producers from other countries in the markets
of the world,; and allow the graphite deposits of this country to
go undeveloped for the present, or whether it would be the
wiser policy to impose this burden upon the manufacturers of
steel and other manufactures in which graphite is employed,

and thus contribute to the development of the graphite indus-
try in this country. In other words, for the purpose of illustra-
tion, it is a question of which is relatively the more important—
the development of the graphite industry upon the one side or
the production at a low cost of steel on the other? Apparently
the committee believed that it was in the public interest to re-
lieve the steel manufacturers from the burden of this added
cost rather than to contribute to the development of the graphite
industry.

But there is a provigion in this bill to which I addressed
myself some time ago, section 815, to the effect that whenever
the President of the United States shall find that the duty pro-
vided for in the bill does not equalize the differences in com-
petition in trade as between the domestic article and the foreign
article in the markefs of the United States he shall, within the
limit of 50 per cent, fix the duty at such an amount as will
equalize the differences. So that in the case of this particular
commodity it would be the duty of the President of the United
States, immediately upon the bill going into effect, to raise the
duty on graphite 50 per cent above the rate fixed by the bill,
and thus to develop the graphite industry. In other words,
the President is called upon by the bill to pursue a policy at
variance with the policy which is adopted by the Finance Com-
mittee and which will receive the approbation of the Congress
if the bill is eventually passed.

To show that this duty will be nothing, I read further from
the statement given to me by the Montana producers of graphite:

Domestic cost of production with us during the war ran as high as
11 to 114 cents per pound. With the reduced cost of living and re-
duced cost of labor, which we anticipate, we believe we can produce
onr material for 8 to 8]} cents per pound.

So it will be observed that even with the 2 cents duty pro-
vided by the bill, the 84 cents limit to which they expect to
reduce the cost can not be reached, not to speak at all about
the cost of transportation from Dillon, Mont., to Pittsburgh, Pa.
So I point out that this is not a protective rate. It can not be
said to equalize the differences in competition in this particular
article in the markets of the United States.

Frankly, Mr, President, it is perfectly obvious that the Senate
Finance Committee concluded that it would be better not to
burden the steel interests with this added cost of production of
their particular commodity. That policy was manifested not
alone in connection with graphite, but, as I called to the attention
of the Senate the other day, the same policy was ohserved with
reference to manganese, another important produet of my State,
which was put upon the free list. It enters inte the production
of steel. BSo with magnesite. That commodity is on the
dutiable list, but with practically only a revenue duty imposed-
upon it. It also enters into the production of steel. The same
statement applies to chrome, another valuable mineral, a prod-
uct of the Western States, of which my State can supply un-
limited guantities, and which likewise is used in the production
of steel.

The fact about the matter is that this bill is framed as all
similar tariff bills are framed. It is a question of which par-
ticular interest will be able to bring the greatest amount of
influence and pressure to bear upon those who control the
making of it. Take this particular product, consumed very
largely by the Dixon Crucible Co., whose headquarters are in
the State of New Jersey. My esteemed friend, the Senator from
New Jersey |Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN |, wants graphite on the free
list, or he wants the duty on it to be practically negligible. So
my esteemed friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsu], who
represents the consumers of that State, wants it upon the free
list or to have an inconsequential or insignificant rate of duty.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, I'resident

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think T ought to state to
the Senator that I am in favor of placing graphite on the free
list not because there happen to be users of the commodity in
Massachusetts. If they were in New York or Pennsylvania, I
would take the same position. ]

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I appreciate that; the Senator's
position upon this question is practically my own. His atten-
tion was called to this question by reason of the fact that
graphite is consumed in his State.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That was all; that is how he hap-
pened to learn about it. If it were not consumed in his State,
and he learned about it in some other way, I am sure he would
take exactly the same attitude with respect to it, However,
the point I am making is that the announcement that this bill
is framed upon the theory of equalizing the differences in the
cost of production or differences in competition in trade in the
markets of the United States between the foreign producer
and the American producer is entirely refuted by this par-
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tienlar commodity, as well as by others to which I have called
attention, ail of which are the products of the Western States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lapp in the chair). The
question. is. on the amendment offered by the Senator from
Colorado to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. MYERS, I ask that the amendment be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 37, line 10, it is pro-
posed to amend the committee amendment after the word
“ gmorphous” and the comma by striking out “ 10 per cent ad
valorem " and inserting in lieu thereof “1 cent per pound.”

Mr. NICHOLSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays;
and meanwhile I suggest the absence of a quoruim.

The PRESIDING OFTICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Assistant
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Gooding McNary Simmons
Ball Harris Moses Smith
Braniegee Harrison Myers Smoot -
Bursum Heflin Newberry Hpencer
Calder Johnson Nicholson Sutherland
Capper Jones, N, Mex, Norris Townsend
Caraway Jones, Wash, Oddie Underwood
Curtis Kellogg I"a?e Wadsworth
Dial Kendrick Phipps Walsh, Mass.
Dillingham Ladd Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Ed La Follette Poindexter Warren
Buﬁ%a Lenroot Ransdell Watson, Ga.
Hrnst Lodge Rawson Williams
France MeCumber Robinson

Gerry MeKinley Sheppard

Glass McLean Shortridge

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators having an-
swered o their names, a’ quorum is present. The guestion is
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado
[Mr. NicHOLSON] fo the amendment of the committee,

Mr. MYERS. I ask that the amendment be stated again.

The Assistant Secretary restated the amendment to the
amendment.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I ask for a roll call

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary
proceeded to call the roll. :

Mr. COLT (when his name was called). Transferring my
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRamumEeLL] to the
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, Crow], I vote nay.”

Mr. EDGE (when his name was called). T transfer my gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]
to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PerpER], and will
vote. I vote * nay."”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as on the previous vote as to
‘the transfer of my pair, I vote * yea.”

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). Having a
general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mc-
Coryrck ], and being unable to secure a transfer, I am compelled
to withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote * yea."

Mr. MOSES (when Mr. Keyes's name was called).. I wish to
annommnce the absence of my colleague [Mr. Keyes] from the
Senate to-day on account of illness. If he were present, he
wottld vote “ nay " on this question.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia (when his name was called). I
transfer my general pair with the Senator from Arizena [Mr.
CayEroN] to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcHCOCK ], and
will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). T transfer my
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watsox] to the Sena-
tor from Texas [Mr. Cureersox], and will vote. I vote * nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr: CURTIS. I was requested to announce the absence of
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PerpPER] on official
business. I also desire to announce the absence of the junior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wimiis] and the senior Senator from
Obio [Mr. Poaesexe]. They are paired on this question and
all others.

Mr. WARREN (after having voted in the negative). Has the
junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OvErRMAN] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. WARREN. T have a standing pair with that Senator,
I {ramsfer the pair to the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Stan¥FrELp], and allow my vote to stand,
~ Mr. McCUMBER. I have a general pair with the junior
Senator from Utah [Mr. King]. In his absence I transfer that
Rair tia the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wecizr], and vote

nay.”

Secretary called the roll, and the following

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 47, as follows:

YEAS—22,
Broussard Gooding McKinley Bhortridge
Bursum Heflin MecNary Sterling
Capper Johnson Nicholson Wadsworth
Caraway Jones, N. Mex, Oddie Warren
Elkins Jones, Wash. Phipps
Erust Ladd Poindexter
NAYS—4T.

Ashurst Gerry Myers Emoot
Ball Glass Nelson Spencer
Brandegee Hale Newberry Stanle;
Calder Harris Norris Sutherland
Colt Harrison Page Swanson
Curtis Kellogg Pittman Townsend
Dial La Follette Ransdell Underwood
Dillingham Lenroot Rawson Walsh, Mass.

dge Lodge Robinson ‘Walsh, Mont.
Fletcher MeCumber Sheppard Watson, Ga,
France McLean Simmons Willlams
Frelinghuysen Moses Smith

NOT VOTING—27.

.Borah Harreld New Bhields
Cameron Hiteheock Norbeck Stanfield

row Kendrick Overman Tram
Culberson Keyes Owen Watson, Ind.
Cummins K!l}g Pepper Weller
du Pont Me(lormick Pomerena Willis
Fernald McKellar Reed

S0 Mr. NicHoLsox's amendment to the committee amendment
was rejected.

Mr. HEFLIN. If I may, I would like to offer an amend-

ment to make the rate one-half cent a pound.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment to the amendment.

The ASSISTANT SeceErary. The Senator from Alabams pro-
poses to strike our **10 per cent ad valorem” and to insert
“ one-half of 1 cent per pound.”

Mr. ROBINSON. I would like to ask the Senator a ques-
tion in regard to his amendment to the amendment. What
would be the ad valorem equivalent?

Mr. HEFLIN. About 33} per cent, probably. I ask for the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Secre-
tary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, COLT (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement as before, I vote * nay.”

Mr. EDGE (when his name was called).
announcement as before, I vote * nay.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Makh}g the same announcement as on the previous vote, I vote
“ 1y

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to the unavoidable absence of my pair,
I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote “yea."

Mr. MOSES (when Mr. KEves's name was called). I am
authorized to state that if my colleague [Mr. KEYES], who is
absent on account of illness, were present, he would vote
“nay ™ on this amendment to the amendment.

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). I have a per-
manent pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
CarawAy], which T transfer to the junior Senafor from Dela-
ware [Mr. pu Post] and vote ® nay.” g

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement as before with regard to my pair and its trans-
fer, I vote “nay.”

Mr. WATSON of Georgia (when his name was called). Mak-

the same announcement as before, I vote “nay."

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Repeating the
announcement made by me a moment ago concerning my pair
and its transfer, I vote “nay."

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. New] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKerrar] ; and .

The junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wirris] with the senior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. POMERENE].

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 47, as follows:

Making the same

YEAS—20. =
Ashurst Gooding Ladd Pittman
Broussard Heflin MeNary Robingon
Bursum Johnson Nicholson Sheppard
Caﬂm Jones, N. Mex. Oddie Shortridge
Elkins Jones, Wash Phipps Wadsworth

NAYS—47.
Ball Edge: Harris AeKinley
Brandegee Ernst. Harrison McLean
Calder Fletcher Kellogg Moses
Colt France La Follette Myers

Frelinghuysen Lenroot Nelson

Dial Glass L.occge Newherry
Dillingham Hale McCumber Norris
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Pa;m Smith Sutherland Walsh, Mont.,
Poindexter Smoot Swanson Warren
Ransdell Spencer Townsend Watson, Ga.
Rawson Stanley Underwood 1ljams
Simmons Sterling ‘Walsh, Mass,

NOT VOTING—29,
Borah Gerry New Stanfield
Cameron Harreld Norbeck Trammell
Caraway Hitcheock Overman Watson, Ind
Crow Kendrick en Weller
Culberson Keyes . Pepper Willis
Cummins Ki:tgu Pomerene
du Pont M rmick Reed
Fernald McKellar Bhields

So Mr. HerFLin's amendment to the committee amendment

was rejected.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend-
ment in regard to the first item in the paragraph. I submit that
we ought to give some measure of protection to this industry.
There is no reason why a sufficient quantity of graphite to
entirely satisfy and fulfill all the demands of the country should
not be produced by Americans,

We should give the producers of graphite a little encourage-
ment. If protection’ means anything, if the fixing of these rates
of duty means anything, it means equalizing the difference be-
tween the cost of production here and the price for which the
foreign article can be bought. It is immaterial as to what the
percentage is. It may be 5 per cent, or it may be 300 per cent,
but if that prineciple is right we ought to extend it all over this
country, whether it be the East, the North, the West, or the
South. If it is right to protect industries in one part of the
country, it is right and proper to protect them in another por-
tion of the country., The American wage earner, the laborer,
in the State of Montana or the State of California or the State
of Texas is just as much in need of that protection and entitled
to it as the laborer in the State of Maine, or the State of Massa-
chusetts, or the State of Alabama, or any other State.

Possibly the rates which were proposed were a little high,
The rate proposed by the committee in the first portion of the
paragraph is mothing more nor less than a revenue rate. It
follows the Democratic policy, pure and simple. I would like
to see these schedules adopted on the basis of protection to
American producers and American labor

I move to amend the first item in the paragraph by inserting
one-fourth of 1 cent a pound. That will mean $5 a ton. It will
mean $4 a ton on the basis of 80 per cent ores coming from
Colorado. Those ores have been bringing $9 net. That will
mean approximately a little better than 40 per cent protection.
I believe it would greatly encourage production if we adopted
this amendment to the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will
amendment,

The AsSISTANT SECRETARY. On line 10, page 87, strike out
“10" and insert in lieu thereof “ one-fourth of 1 cent a pound,”
g0 that it will read:

Amorphous, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. COLT (when his name was called).
nouncement as before, I vote * nay.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as before, I vote * yea.”

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I again an-
nounce the absence of my pair, the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
McCorMmick]., Being unable to obtain a transfer, I withhold my
vote,

Mr, MOSES (when Mr. Kevyes's name was called). I again
announce that my colleague [Mr. Keves] is absent on account
of illness. If present he would vote * nay.”

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was ecalled). T transfer my
pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]
to tlle'junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, Perrer], and vote
“ nay. )

state the

AMaking the same an-

Mr. WATSON of Georgia (when his name was called). Mak-
ing the same announcement as before, I vote * nay.”
Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Repeating the

nmlonncement previously made as to my pair and its transfer,
I vote “nay,’

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the junior Senator
from Indiana [Mr. NEw] is paired with the junior Senator fromr
Tennessee [Mr. McKrrLrar], and that the junior Senator from
Ohio [Mr. WiLLis] is paired with the senior Senator from Ohio
[Mr. POMERENE].

May 24,
The result was announced—yeas 23 nays 46, as follows:
YEAS—23.
Asghurst Gooding MceNary Rawson
Borah Heflin Nicholson Sheppard
Broussard Johnson Oddie Shortridge
Bursum Jones, N. Mex. Phipps Sterling
Capper Jones, Wash, Pittman Wadswo
Elkins Ladd Poindexter
NAYS—486,
Ball Hale Nelson Stanle,
Brandegee Harris Newberry Sutherland
Calder Harrison Norris Bwanson
Colt Kello, Overman Townsend
Curtis La Follette Page Underwood
Dial Lenroot Ransdell Walsh, Mass.
Dilllngham Lo Robinson Walsh, Mont.
MeCumber Shields Warren
I‘letc‘her McKinley Simmons Watson, Ga.
France McLean Smith Williams
Frelinghuysen Moses Smoot
Glass Myers Spencer
NOT VOTING—2T,
Cameron Fernald MeCormick Reed
Caraway Gerry McKellar Stanfield
Crow Harreld ew Trammell
Culberson Hitcheock Norbeck Watson, 1nd.
Cummins Kendrick Owen Weller
du "ont Keyes Pepper Willis
Edge King Pomerene \
So Mr. Bursum’s amendment to the committee amendment
was rejected.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, President, I desire now to offer the
amendment which I gave notice I would offer, namely, on page
27, line 10, to strike out the words * amorphous, 10 per cent
ad valorem,” my argument being that this is not a protective
duty. The product could not be protected by any duty as the
article which is brought in and used here is not produced in
the United States. .

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I thought T had
demonstrated the error of that conclusion, but if the Senator
from Michigan finds it necessary to insgist upon his proposition,
1 shall perhaps be obliged to go over the argument again.

Mr. TOWNSEND. The Senator from Michigan heard the
Senator from Montana and listened very attentively to his arguo-
ment. Unless the Senator from Montana has something new,
to present in reference to the matter, it is not necessary that he
should repeat his statement. My own investigation has led
me to believe to the contrary of his view of the facts as they
exist with reference to the use of this product in the concern
where it is manufactured.

I have no doubt that is the opinion: of the '%enntor I have
my own opinion with reference to the matter and I am a pro-
tectionist. There is no reason in the world why I should not
favor a duty upon this product.

However, if it is true, as the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor]
just suggests to me, that if my amendment is agreed to this
item will go into the so-called basket clause of the tariff bill
and thus will earry a heavier rate, I do not want to do that.
I am advocating a removal of the duty entirely because this is
purely a revenue duty and not a protective duty.

Mr. SMOOT. The only way to do that is to wait until the
committee amendments are disposed of, and then, when the hill
gets into the Senate, the Senator can move to strike out the
item and put it on the free list.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am perfectly willing to follow that
course,

Mr. SMOOT. That is the course we have followed with refer-
ence to other items.

Mr, TOWNSEND. Very well
ment at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offcred by the
Senator from Michigan is withdrawn.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President, I rose simply to
say that the vote on this item should not be taken upon the
assumption on the part of anyone that it was on the fheory
that there was no American product which eame into competi-
tion with amorphous crystalline flakes. I understood-the Hen-
ator from Michigan to say it is conceded that this article is not
produced in this country, and therefore we need no protection.
I do not want to combat the rate at all, but I do not want any-
one to vote on the matter on the particular assumption that it
is conceded or that it is the fact. I want it understood that the
commodity as produced in this country is equal to any foreign
product and it is as much entitled to protection, if we are to
legislate upon that principle, as any other item in the bill.
The rate which is proposed here is purely a revenue rute, be-
cause it affords no protection whatever of any kind.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, graphite is not the only item
in this bill which, it is said, we can not produce in this countiry ;

Then I withdraw the amend-
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that proposition runs to many items, and there are those who
believe we can not produce sugar successfully in this country.
If there be a class of citizens in this country who I think are
less American than any other class, it is those who go abroad
and develop a foreign industry of any kind, and employ the
cheapest labor they can find in all the world, and then want to
bring that product back into America, free of duty, and sell it
to the American people. Of course, the cheaper the labor the
greater the profits. It is far better for them, of course, to de-
velop foreign industries with cheap labor, so far as dollars and
‘cents are concerned.

I want to say. in my judgment, we have just as good graphite
in this country as there is any place in the world. I heard a
witness say before the Finance Committee that we could not
grow Belgian hare for fur because the fur grown in this coun-
try would not felt., The trouble was because he could buy it so
much cheaper abroad, where labor costs practically nothing at
all. It would be a mistaken policy, of course, so far as his
selfish interests are concerned, to encourage the industry in
this country. That policy runs all the way through in a great
many different lines, if you please; the sugar we grow in this
country is not guite so sweet, in the estimation of some people,
as the sugar that is grown in Cuba, for instance, with the cheap
native labor, and in many cases coolie labor sent to the island
under contract from China.

I am very glad to see some of the Senators across the aisle
voting for protection. I hope the time will come when there
will be no division in this body on the great principle of pro-
tection, so that every American industry, so far as that is con-
cerned, will be treated fairly, whether it is located in the East,
in the West, in the North, or in the South. That is not true
to-day. I know it never will be true until the people of the
South come back where they stood 100 years ago and again
stand for protection. In my judgment they are coming back.
It may not be in my lifetime, but the time is coming when this
great American people, the most intelligent people in all the
world, are not going to permit any political party to make a
football of the business interests of the country and kick them
around as is being done at this time, and for practically 100
years past. I do not believe it is going to take another 100 years
to settle that question. There is too much intelligence in the
American people to permit that.

Speaking for myself, Mr. President, I want to say that T have
no fault to find with the attitude of the Democratic Party in
their opposition to the protective tariff measure that is now
before the Senate. I believe it is the duty of every Senator and
of every political party when they believe that a measure is
unconstitutional and morally wrong to fight that measure to the
last ditch, The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon], the
minority leader of the Democratic Party, whom 1 believe to be
the greatest leader the Democratic Party has had in the Senate
for more than half a century, has made it very clear that the
Senators on that side, with three exceptions, are opposed to
protection. The Senator from Alabama says he belongs to that
school which believes that profection is unconstitutional, and
he goes further and says that he believes protection is morally
wrong.

As far as I am concerned, T am going to discuss this tariff bill,
Mr. President, from the standpoint that protection is constitu-
tional and morally right, and that it is un-American to force
American industries and American labor to compete with the
pauper labor of foreign countries.

The Senator from Alabama says protection is a tax on the
American people, If it is, Mr. President, it is a tax that the
American people will not do without and, in my judgment, can
not do without.

The Democratic Party might as well understand first as last
that the laboring men of this country will not be forced to com-
pete with the cheap labor of Europe, which only means a reduc-
tion to their standards of living and their standards of wages.

We have already heard much about the breakfast table and
the poor laboring man, but I want to say, Mr. President, that
the party that votes to put the products of labor, whether it is
on the farm, in the mills, or in the mine, in competition with the
cheap labor of foreign countries is not the friend of labor, and
the laboring men of this country are beginning to find that out.
To eclose our ports to foreign immigration and at the same time
open them to the products of foreign labor is nothing less than a
erime, and one that would only work hardships and privations on
the American people, the same as the free trade policy has al-
ways done when free trade laws have been in force in this
country.

Every government, Mr, President, must levy a tax to defray
expenses. The Republican Party believes that in levying a

duty on foreign imports it should be levied first for protection,
second for revenue, and every loyal citizen of every country
should be willing to pay his share of taxes to maintain his gov-
ernment.

And here in America, Mr. President, we tax our citizens, and
more especially our laboring men, less than any otlier country
on earth. No one need shed any tears about the taxes the
American laboring man has to pay on foreign inports, for they
are far less than that paid by the laboring men of any other
country.

I wish to read the taxes that are levied by various countries
per capita on imports. In the United States in 1912 the re-
ceipts from customs were $£311,321,672, The population at that
time was 95.007,000. The per eapita tax on imports was $3.20;
in 1913 it was $3.30; in 1921 it is $2.76. It is estimated by the
Finance Committee that the pending bill will raise a revenue
for 1922 of $350,000,000, which will represent a per capita tax
levied on imports of $3.51.

The United Kingdom levied a tax on imports in 1914 of
$4.23 per capita; in 1922 of $14.78 per capita.

Canada in 1914 levied a per capita tax on imports of $14.57,
and in 1922 of $11.90. "

France levied a per capita-tax on imports in 1913 of $£3.61,
and in 1921 of $8.69.

Germany in 1913 levied a per capita tax on imports of
$13.02, and in 1922 a per capita tax of $16.89

Italy in 1913 levied a per capita tax on imports of $1.90,
and in 1922 a per capita tax of $1.46.

Argentine in 1914 levied a per capita tax on imports of
$10.76, and in 1920 of $7.88.

Brazil in 1918 levied a per capita tax on imports of $2.32,
and in 1920 of $1.74.

Chile in 1913 levied a per capita tax on imports of $12.62,
and in 1920 of $18.53.

Mr. President, I ask that the table from which T have quo‘ed
may be printed in the REcorb.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The table referred to is as follows:

Per capita customs reccipts from imports.

| Per

Conntry. Year. | Receipts. i Population. | capita
| pts,
United States... w012 | g1,321,6m2 | esmrom| s
D Lerisan J| 1913 | 318891306 | 96,512 000 .30
B0t .| 1921 | 292,397,349 | 105,710,620 2.76
MeCombeb-hill . o is it 1922 350,000,000 | 105, 710, 20 3.31
United Kingdom. .| 1914 | 172,830,003 | 40,830,000 47
)5 L 1922 | 632052720 | 42767.530 | 14.7%
Canada. 1914 | 105,000,000 | 7,206,643 | 1457
Do. 104,420 451 | %,769,483 | 11.00

143, 018 211 30, 691, 500 361

e DM I LS e e T 360,880,770 | 41,500, 000 %09
RB2, 795, 932 67, 812, 000 13. 02

1,047,200,000 | 62,000,000 | 18.50

67,121,347 | 35,236, 997 1.90

54,198,638 | 87,270, 403 1. 46

84447105 | 7,849,385 | 10.78

70, 526, 9, 000, 000 7.8

57,481,040 | 24,300, 000 2,32

53,915, 31,000,000 | 1.74

45, 353, 573 3,503,005 | 12.62

52,377, 367 3,870,023 | 13.5%

Can:da. and Germany ends March 81,

Fiscal year of United Kingdom,
All receipts converted into American money at par.

Receipts for Germany 1922 estimated.

Receipts for Italy 1921 estimated.

Data obtained for Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce,

Mr. GOODING. I now desire to make a comparison of the
duties which are levied in Canada on farm products and the
duties which are proposed to be levied on such products under
the bill as reported by the Finance Committee,

Under the tariff law of Canada the tax levied on live hogs is
a cent and a half a pound, while under the bill as reported by
the Finance Committee the tax is one-half cent a pound. On
fresh meats in Canada the tax is 23 cents a pound, while it is
from three-fourths of a cent to 5 cents a pound in the bill as
reported by the Finance Committee.

On meats, canned, in Canada the tax is T4 cents a pound; on
lard and compounds it is 2 cents a pound in Canada and only
1 cent a pound under the bill as reported by the Finance Com-
mittee. On tallow there is a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem
imposed in Canada, while the duty is only one-half cent 4 pound
in the bill as reported by the Finance Committee.

On eggs in Canada there is a duty of 3 cents per dozen im-
posed, while the bill as reported by the Finance Committee im-
poses a duty of 8 cents per dozen. On cheese in Canada there is
imposed a duty of 3 cents a pound, while a duty of 5 cents a
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m . On butter a duty o cents a . ominion

Canada, while 8 cents a pound is imposed by the bill as reported Dl s Soning

by the Finance Committee. On coffee the duty is § cents a Ploaite

pound in Canada, while it is on the free list in this country. Commaodity. Unit. Canadian tarif. o e

Coffee is an article that goes on the breakfast table, Mr.
President, about which we have heard so much. I repeat, in
Canada there is a duty of 5 cents a pound on coffee, while coffee
is on the free list in this country under the pending bill

On coffee, when not imported directly from country of growth,
there is a duty per pound of 5 cents plus 10 per cent ad valorem
under the Canadian law, while it is free in the bill reported by
the committee.

On coffee, green, there is a duty of 3 cents a pound in Canada,
while it is on the free list under the pending bill. Tea has a
duty of 10 cents a pound in Canada, while it is free under the
pending bill.

Rice, tapioca, and sago flour have a duty of 1 cent a pound in
Canada, and only half a cent in the bill as reported by the Fi-
nance Committee.

Condensed milk has a duty of 8% cents per pound in Canada,
while it only has a duty of 1 cent in the bill as reported by the
Finance Committee,

Beans have a duty of 35 cents a bushel in Canada, while here
there is a duty of $1.20 imposed in the bill as reported by the
Finance Committee.

On peas there is a duty of 15 cents a bushel in Canada, and
a duty of 56 cents under the pending bill. On buckwheat there
is a duty in Canada of 15 cents, while there is a duty of 5 cents
a bushel under the pending bill.

On buckwheat flour there is a duty of 50 cents per 100 pounds
in Canada, and 50 cents per 100 pounds under the pending bill.

Corn meal has a duty of 25 cents a barrel in Canada, and 30
cents a hundred pounds under the bill as reported by the Fi-
nance Committee,

QOats has a duty of 10 cents a bushel imposed in Canada, and
of 15 cents a bushel under the bill as reported by the Finance
Committee.

Oatmeal has a duty of 60 cents per hundred imposed on it in
Canada, while the rate is 90 cents a hundred in the bill as re-
ported by the committee.

Rye has a duty of 10 cents a bushel imposed in Canada, while
the duty is 15 cents a bushel in the bill as reported by the Fi-
nance Committee.

Rice, cleaned, has a duty of 75 cents a hundred imposed on it
in Canada, while a duty of three-eighths of a cent a pound is
imposed on it under the bill as reported by the committee,

Sago and tapioca have a duty of 274 per cent in Canada,
while on tapioca there is a duty of one-half cent a pound im-
posed under the bill as reported by the committee.

On hay and straw there is a duty of $2 per ton imposed in
Canada, while on hay a duty of $4 a ton and on straw a duty of
$3.50 a ton are imposed under the bill as reported by the Finance
Committee.

Flaxseed has a duty of 10 cents a bushel imposed on it
Canada, and a duty of 40 cents a bushel imposed under the bill
as reported by the committee.

So, taking the greater necessities of life, there is no ques-
tion, so far as the breakfast table and the dinner table and the
supper table are concerned, that the Canadian citizen pays
twice the tax that the American citizen pays.

The duty on farm machinery is from 15 to 20 per cent in
Canada, while it is free under the bill as reported by the
Finance Committee. The duty on typewriters is 25 per cent ad
valorem in Canada, while they are free in America. The duty
on sewing machines is 30 per cent in OCanada, while it is from
25 to 40 per cent ad valorem in this country. Woolen yarns have
a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem in Canada and from 30 to 40
per cent ad valorem in this country under the bill as reported
by the Finance Committee. Woolen blankets have a duty of
85 per cent ad valorem in Canada and from 30 to 40 per cent
ad valorem under the bill as reported by the Finance Com-
mittee.

Boots and shoes have a duty of 80 per cent ad valorem in
Canada and an ad valorem duty of not over 10 cents under the
pending bill. Harness and saddles have a duty of 30 per cent in
Canada, while they have a duty of 85 per cent under the bill as
reported by the committee.

Mr. President, I ask that this table which I am quoting may
be published in the Rucorp entire.

rghr:d‘flcn PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so
orde

b cents
ieemlplusltlpor

aomts........-.--

Tea. e et
Rms, tnp;m and sagn

WM. . ... %] naaes

'y semmsana

‘Woolen yarn, 1. 0. p....

Bootsand shoes, harness |, .....cecmecaecess 30 per cent........| Boots
and saddles. lzeen.t,'u]nirgrh
. 5 per cent;
ness and
85 per cent.

muﬁmwtmmummmmhmhw
ential and an intermediate tariff. The
to which its benefits may be extended byordeminem.n

Mr. GOODING. I have here a table shOWing the duties im-
posed by the tariff law of the United Kingdom.

On coffee there is a duty of §9.78 a hundred, while it is free
under the pending bill as reported. On tea under the British
tariff law a duty of 24 cents a pound is levied, while under the
pending bill it is on the free list. Tea and coffee are luxuries
in England; they are necessities in the United States.

On sugar there is a duty levied of $6.16 a hundred pounds in
Great Britain, as against $1.60 a hundred under the bill as
reported,

In England more revenue is collected from duties on coffee
and teag and sugar and coconut and cocoa than we collect in
America on all the farm products that go upon the breakfast
table.

On condenaed milk, sweetened, the duty in England is $2.80
per 100 pounds, whlle under the bill as reported by the Finance
Committee the rate is $§1.50. On cocoa the rate in England per
100 pounds is $9.78, while under the bill as reported by the
committee it is free. On currants, per 100 pounds, the English
duty is 48 cents; under the bill as reported by the committee
it is $2.50. On figs and raisins the English duty per 100 pounds
is $2.52, and under the bill reported by the Finance Commit-
tee $2.. On prunes the rate of the British tariff per 100 pounds
is $2.52, and under the bill reported by the Finance Committee

for a British prefer-
applies to any country




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATL.

1539

50 cents. When it comes to cider there is not very much dif-
ference in the respective duties, the English duty being 8 cents
a gallon and the proposed duty under the pending bill 10 cents
a gallon. Under the English tariff the duty on gasoline is
12 cents a gallon, while under the pending bill it is free. On
motor cars and motor cycles the British duty is 334 per cent,
while under the pending bill as reported by the Finance Com-
mittee it is 256 per cent. On chicory the British duty per 100
pounds is $9.37, while under the pending bill reported by the
Finance Committee it is $1.50.

So the figures run, Mr. President, all along the line. England
placed a duty during 1921 on opera glasses of 35 per cent ad
valorem; on laboratory porcelain, of 85 per cent ad valorem;
on scientific instruments, of 40 pei cent ad valorem. A great
many articles have been put on the dutiable list in England. T
ask that the entire table may be printed as a part of my re-
marks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The table referred to is as follows:

Tarifl of the United Kingdom.

Article. Unit. Fulldiity, (Pwsuce Conmitiay
$0.78 Free.
VA Free.
2.80 $.50
6.16 1,60
2,80 1.50
0.78 Free.
48 2.50
2,52 2,00
2.52 .50
.08 .10
3.90 1.50
2,80 1. 50
.12 Free.
334 per cent. | Cars, 25 per cent;
eycles, 30 per
cent.

................. GB.E & Sl.?

A per cen
...... 104 $0. 08
...... 8 permn: aéSmmt.t: tg llll:r.?él

...... cen per cent plus

o to $3.

e e

I mnspa.mn i =9 2 cen
Musical instruments..... 83} per cent. ssfs"ﬁ cent.

The average paid carpentiers, plasterers
chinists, and shoemakers in Evgland is $3.08 per
TARIFF OF THE UNITED xtwnon

(Page 2.)
1621 the pumber of articles to which the tariff of
the United Kingdom applies has been greatly extended by the passing
of the safeguarding of industries act, 1921. By this act articles com-

Ing under the following headings are chargeable with duty to the extent
of 333 per cent ad valorem.]

The British rate is 333 per cent. Finance Committee rates are as
follows :

painfrrs. bricklayers, ma-

[Nors.—Durin

Per cent.
Optical glass 35
Optical ts a5
Scientific glassware_ 35
Laboratory porcelain a5
Bcientific instruments_ 40
Gauges and measuring instruments___ 40
Compounds of thorium, cerium, and other rare earth metals______ 25
Synthetie organic chemicals

Lamp, blown ware______
Wireless valves and similar rectifiers

Ignition magnetos and permanent magnets 26

Arc-lamp carbons_._ 35
Hoslery latch needles, $2 per thousand, plus ________________ S T
Metallic tungsten____.______ 45

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I have before me also a table
ghowing the tariff rates under the French law. I wish to say
that the duties under the tariff laws of all the countries to
which I have referred or shall refer are collected on the gold
basis. Under the French tariff law the duty on steers, bullocks,
and heifers, per 100 pounds live weight, is $2.63; on rams, ewes,
and wethers, per 100 pounds, live weight, $3.50; on mutton,
fresh or preserved, per 100 pounds, $4.38; on pork, per 100
pounds, $3.50; on eggs, per 100 pounds, 88 cents; on cheese,
hard, Dutch or Swiss, per 100 pounds, $3.06; on butter, per
100 pounds, $2.63; on wheat, 74 cents a bushel; on oats, 17
cents a bushel; on barley, 26 cents a bushel; on rye, 30 cents a
bushel ; on rice, whole and grits, per 100 pounds, $2.10; on ap-
ples and pears, per 100 pounds, $1.31; on raisins and dates, per
100 pounds, $6.57; on soya beans, per 100 pounds, 22 cents; on
refined sugar, per 100 pounds, $2.72. Under the French tariff
law coffee per 100 pounds is taxed $26.26. That is how much
of a free breakfast table there is in France. On chocolate the
French duty is also $26.26 per 100 pounds; and on tea, per

100 pounds, $35.02, and that, of ecourse, includes breakfast
tea.

Tobacco, cigars, and cigarettes, $656.56 a hundred pounds.

Linseed oil, 58 cents a hundred pounds.

0il, soya bean, and eorn for soap, 79 cents a hundred pounds.

Edible fats, $3.06 a hundred.

Cotton, washed, 66 cents a hundred.

Hemp, combed, $1.31 a hundred.

Vegetables, fresh, $1.75 a hundred.

Vegetables, dried, $1.63 a hundred.

Iron or steel billets, bars, 66 cents a hundred.

Fine steel for tools, $1.97 a hundred.

Iron or steel rods, 66 cents a hundred.

Cotton yarn, $4.03 a hundred.

Cotton yarn for carpets or rugs, $13.83 a hundred.

Silk thread, unbleached, $35.02 a hundred.

Table linen, $21.71 a hundred.

Knit gloves. $78.79 a hundred.

Hides and skins, tanned, $1.31 a hundred.

1 shall not take the time to read all this list, Mr, President,
but T ask that it be printed in connection with my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

French tariff, based on the act 1919, revised to December, 1921
[Duty computed at par, American money. Franc equals 19.3 cents.]

Gen-

Article. . Unit.

&gunds live
...... (!0

e
Riea, whole and grits.........

Potatoss, March and June..
Potatoes, any other time,

Apples andpears 5

soy bean, and corn for soap
lélsiible fats, vcf.a

Hemp, combed........... e e R e ek s
Vegetables, fresh........
Vegetables, dried....

Brick, common.... ¥
Brick, hollow..... . 052
Milk, fioss, co: mbed .88
Tron or steel, hill:ats, bara .66
Fine steel for tools. . .97
Iron or steel rods. . .68
gotton yarn, single, unbleached ....... L’ig
'otton for carpets, Tugs, 810.. ..o it iiaiiva el e o
Silk ,unh&eached 35.02
Table linen, damasked, un 2L 71
Fabrics of puru cotton. .81
Fabries of pure wool..... 20, 14
Knit goods, gloves.. 7’79
Hides and skins, tannad ..... L31
[T T e e e R R 1.54
e i85
ocks, tableand wall. . ....cvainenannaaaa. f
Agriwl 1.3
26. 26
(‘tyPe lery, ﬂne table knives 78.79
i st 78.79
PHIME. . v o v vosiensnssn 28.95
Phonogranhs 788
Automobiles.... 9.88
Hats, wool.... <17,
Games, to; spm'ti.u lzood.s 7.88
Photogravhic apparatus, mmmm. etc.. 65. 66

NOTE.—A lower tariff than the above, called the minimum tariff, is applicable to
articles imported from certain eountries with which special armngemznm have been
made. Articles from all other countries are subject to the general rate.

The average wage paid carpenters, plasterers, painters, bricklayers, machinists,
and shoemakers in France is §1.46.

Mr. GOODING. I may say that with this per capita tax in
France of $8.69, the carpenters, plasterers, painters, bricklayers,
machinists, and shoemakers in that country are working on the
average for $1.46 a day, while in America these same trades
are being paid on an average $7.17 a day. So it seems to me

that our friends across the aisle should not shed any tears
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about the American workingman being highly taxed when we
compare his wages with those that are paid in France or Eng-
land or any other country, where they pay four times the tax
on the breakfast table that we do in America.

Here are the figures for Italy:
Cattlc. gﬂ- head, 5384 to $15.36.
Sheep, cents a head.
Swine, $1.15 to 33 81 head.
Poultry, $1.85 per hundred unds.,
Poultry, dress $1.35 per hundred pounds.
Meats, fresh, 31 565 per hundred pounds.
Meats, frozen. $1.35 per hundred pounds.
Ham, $4.42 per hundred pounds.
Milk, condensed, unsweetened, $1.74 per hundred pounds.
Milk, powdered, $3.48 per hundred pounds,
Milk, condensod sweetened, $3.26 per hundred pounds.
Milk, sugnr $3 b6 ger hundred pannds.
(‘weno. undred peounds.
Suﬁnr. :d 0? per hundred pounds, -
13,44 per hundred pounds.
Coffea, rnnqted §$17.86 per hundred pounds.
Honey, $2.69 per hundred pounds.
Chocolate, $10.56 per h d pounds.
Tea, $34.97 per hundred pounda. Tea is free under the Finance
Committee bill,
Wheat, 40-cents a buashel,
Corn, 37 cents a bushel,
Rye, 28 cents a bushel,
g:[lricy; 413 cent.u g. bushel
ce, cents a hun
Wheat flour, $1 a hundmtf}nundi.
Cottonseed ﬂil $4.37 a bundred pounds,
Linseed oil, $2.10 a hundred pounds,
Lard, $1. 30 a hundred pounds,
Bacon, $2.20 a hundred pounds.
Hides, tanned, $10.50 a hundred pmmds.
I-Inrrless, $13 a hundred pouunds.
Saddles, $1.50 each,

The average wage paid for carpenters, plasterers, painters,
bricklayers, machinists, and shoemakers in Italy is 79 cents a
day, yet practically everything that goes on the breakfast table
in Italy is taxed.

1 ask to have this table printed in the Recorp in connection
with my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Tarifl of Italy.
1 lira equals 100 centesimi or $0.192.]

[Monetary unit 1 lira.

Article. Unit. Duty.

mau% 32
3.84- 15.36
L15 3.84
1,35

1

1

: o

4.

1

3.

3.

3.

1L

:

2

3

13.

17.

2.

%

10.

34

]

B EUREEE eSS E R RN BB REIRRELRREFEEAR

L

L

4.

2

oil. .

b S e Xs:

BRI e e v Tl oLt 2.

Hides and skins, tanmn 10,

HAINet8. « o inassmnassiains 13,

Baddles.... 5}
Straw hats........

Note.—The sverage wage paid for earpenters, plasterers, painters, bricklayers.
machinists, and shoemakers in 1taly is 78 cents per day £

Mr. GOODING. Here is a tariff table for the Argentine:

Clothing, ready-made, 50 per cent ad valorem,
Harness, 50 per cent ad valorem.

Boots and shoes, 50 per cent ad valorem.
furniture, 60 per cent ad valorem.

Stockings, 45 per cent ad valorem.

Hides m& skins, 40 per cent ad valorem.
Blankets, woo! 4Dger nent ad

Linseed oll, a po

Vegetable oils, 43 cents a pound.
Coconut oil, 9’ cents a pound.
Butter, 43 cents a pound.
Milk, condensed, 8 cents a pound.
Ham, 11 cents a pound.
%ﬁ& cent & pound.

2 cents a pound.
_umronl. 3 cents a pound.
Canned meats, 14 cents a pound.

Dates, 4% cents a ound.
Meau, preserved, 9 cents a pound.
Prunes, cents a pound.

3
Coffee, 1. 4ﬁ cents a pound.
Bar]ey 1 cent a pmand or 56 cents a bushel.
Lard, 4 cents a pound.
Applias. dried, 24 cents a pound,
}loney. 13 cents a pound.
Walnuts, 1% cents a pound.
Ralsins, T cents a pound.
Currants, 7 cents a pound.
Cheese, 9 cents a pound.
Tea, 43 cents a pound.
Bscon. 9 cents a pound.

I ask to have this table printed in the Rrcorp.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows:

Tariff of Argentina,
[Monetary unit gold peso. One peso equals 100 centaves=$0,952,]

Article. Unit. Duty.

Harness rprft bl LR B, Hes B AL Bl h 50
Clothmg. ready-"* ade = -, 50 g
Fosts and ghoes . . oo ol s e s T g hbin 50 per
gurrﬂ_tm e | SRR b 50 per

tockings....... 45
Hides and skins 40 m
Blankets, wool 40 per
$0.

e A

2
-

sgéhéggﬁégég'

.

Mr. GOODING. The tariff in Chile is as follows:

Cattle, £3.60 to $5.76 a bead.
SBheep, T2 cents a head.
Horses, $3.60 a head.
Swine, $1.80 a head.
Meats, fresh, 3.2 cents a pound.
Bacon and ham, 9 cents a pound.
Milk, conrlonspd. T cents a pound.
Butte.r 10 cents a pound.

d, 4 cents a pound.
(‘heese. 10 cents a pound.
Boots and shoes, 1 cent a pair. '
Evc-rythln% is by the pound in Chile.

alf cent a pound,

Rye, 1 cent a pound,
Oatx. 1% cents a pound,
Rice, seven-tenths of a cent a pound.
Coffee. 13 cents a pound.
Tea, 10 cents a pound.

I ask to have this table printed in the Reoorp in connection
with my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it 18 so ordered.

The matter ret_erred to is as follows:

Tariff of Chile.
[Monetary unit, gold peso; par value, 36 cents.]

g g
3
rP. b

sgegeeas
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Tariff of Chile—Continved.;,

Article,

Nore.—Chilean exchange was quoted at 12 cents, December, 1821,

Mr. GOODING. The tariff rates in Germany are as follows:

Corn, 28 cents a bushel,

Wheat, 306 cents a bushel,

Oats, 16 cents a bushrl,

Rice, 50 cents per-100 ponnds,

Rye,. 50 cents per 100 amund&

Barlay, 40 c:nts per 100 pounda.
Brans, 20 cents Bar 100 nounds
Cocoa, $T per-1 unds.

Chocolate, 55.40 per 100 pounds,
Bheep, $1.00 each.

Swine, 98 cents per 100 pounds,
Poultry, 40 cents per 100 pounds,
Fresh meats,: $2.90 per 100 pounds.
Meats, frozen, $ 380 per 100 pounds.
Bacon, $3.00 per 100 ounds.
Poultry, dressed,: $1.50 per-100. pounds.
Sausage, ;:-m per: 100 pounds.
Butter, 20 per 100 pounds.

Honey, $£4.40 i)?r 100 pounds.

Lineeed oll, $ r 100- &:unds
Cottonsced, oil, $1. und
Milk, condensed, aweetnned 2,70
Boots and shoes, £3.20 per 100 poun
Sugar, from $2 to $4.

I ask permission to have this table printed in connection with
my remarks.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows:
German tanf,

S&r 100 pounds.

Rate of
daty.

30,28

38

.10

« 50

.50

.40

.20

7.00

5.40

6. 50

100

.08

.40

2.90

3.50

3.00

1.50

4.40

. 20

2.20

4.40

130

. L 40
lensed) .50
lensed swestaned) % 2.70
shoes. . i 3.2
N e .| 2.00-4.00

NoTE~—Monetary anit 1 mark; par value, Z3.8 cents; current value, one-third cent.

All duties are based on a metric system of weights, 100 kilograms being taken as the
unit; 100 kilograms equal 220 pounds.

The average wage psld for carpentars, p!ns:am-s, painters, bricklayers, machinists,
and shocmuakers in Germany is $0.71 per da;

Mr..GOODING. So I submit, Mr. President, that there is not
a«country-on:earth that does not tax the breakfast table at a
higher. rate-than we do here in America. We are nearer a
free-trade: country -to-day, as far as the breakfast table is
concerned, than . any other country on earth, and these tariff
rates .in . foreign countries prove that beyond a question of a
doubt.

The Republican Party -levies a protective tariff on those
articles that -we produce in this country and those that we can
develop and those that:give employment to American labor,
It never -has:-been: the policy -of the Republican Party to levy a
duty-on tea or coilee; because we can not produce them, nor on
any other things-that we do not produce, as far as that is con-
cerned, unless.they: displace something that we do produce.

I am not alarmed about our not being able to buy from foreign

|| Fruits that we do not produ

countries-if we do not open:up-our ports. Our ports are wide
open to-day to every country, as compared to their ports, with
the revenue.that. they collect on imports from.America; es-

| pecially on farm products.

We bought last year $790,257,384 worth of imported products
that' we do not produce.in America, so,that there is not any
danger- that, we will not be.able to buy abroad., Let me read

You a few of these articles.

Chemicals and drugs that:we do not prodace in this country—
and I ‘will read only the first: ﬁgure—$36,000000
Goaoa. 28 000 000:

000,000.
Fibers, :ils 000,000,

Unbleached burlap $41,000,000.

fﬂB.Oo{l,ﬂm.
Nuts that we do not produce, 03 2,000,000
Skins from anim!ﬂ!‘ g

India rubber, $73, OOD

Metals and mlneral&, 334 000,000,

Vegetable oils, $20,

Precious stones, $36, 000 00

Silks, and manufactures of silks, $259,000,000.
Tea, 814 000,000.

I ask to have this table printed as part of my remarks.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows:

Imports of commaodities not produced in United Stateg for 1921

Farinaceous substances $1, 771, 946
Chemical—drugs, ete 30, 263, 8618
Cocoa = 23,124, T41
Coflee 142. 808 719
Cork wood and bark 959, 947
Logwood 836, 8
JFertilizers L] 2, 335, 083
Fibers 18, 872, 081
Unhleached burlap. 41,279,072
Fruits , 589,
Nuts 12,674, 019
Hair, human . 182, T2
Skins, animal 25, 523, 743
India rubber, ete 75, 562, 958
Ivory —— 473, 721
Meerschanm .- 9,712
Metals and minerals 24,725, 000
Vegetable olls 20, 744, 659
Platinom 916, 235
Precious and semiprecious stones 36, 891, 752
Castor beans_. 006, &5T
Mother-of- pearl ‘shells . T4, 988
Silk-and manufactures of 250,601, 253,
Spice : «T760,138
Flint, unground 116,157
Tanning materials 227, 785
Tea 14, 238, 791
Wax 1,671,933
Briar root and wood 135, 727
Rattan and reeds 1, 074,528,

Total 790, 257, 584

Mr. GOODING. I also. ask to have printed as part of my
remarks a table showing the average daily wage of carpenters,
plasterers, painters, bricklayers, maehinists, and shoemakers in:
the countries-of Germany, Italy, Japan, France, England, and
the United States.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it -will be: so
ordered,

The matter referred to is as follows:

Average daily wage,

Ger- ¢ E United. .
many. | Tty: | Japsu. | France. s Heacae
$0.73 $0.90 £1.30 $1.38 | $3.38 3562,
72 .76 1.53 1.56 3.38 8.47
T2 1.53 1.71 3.08 @, &)
.75 L 1.53 1. 56 3.38 &Y
72 2 1.50 1.38 2.90. .40
.64 72 123 120 2,40 6,00,
.71 .79 1.43 1. 46 0% 77

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr. President, referring to this particular:
item, the Senator from Montana is correct and the Senator from-
Michigan is wrong regarding the question as to whether it is
produced in this country. In the Summary-of the -Tariff In-
formation, page 188, the statement is as follows:

Amorphous graphite is so widely distributed that no serlous diffi=
eulty is likely to be encountered by any of the great commercial nations
in filling their vital needs. The most Important deposits of crystalline;
51- ?hlte are controlled by Great Britain through her sovereignty over,

eylon and by France through soverelgnty over Madagascar.

Then, further, it says:

The United States has heretofore not been considered independent
in-the matter of crucible graphite.. Crucible makers, who use- about
15,000 tons a year, have insisted on havin &% Ceylon. graphite. Montana

roduces a graphite that has been nmpt by crucible manufacturers,
ns equal to Ceylon material. The q ty ultimately available has.
not been proved, but may be sumﬁent to mﬁst: domestic, demands for,
many years.
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Then another statement appears; and this is not questioned,
so far as I know:

There is a larger degree of independence in the matter of amorphous
gaphite, of which the consumption is in the neighborhood ,000

ns annually. Practically all of this can be furnished from domestic
sources, “including both natural and artificial graphite, but during the
war American-owned mines in Mexico and Canada were drawn upon
to some extent, and more recently Korean graphite has again been
imported.

So there is no question but that all this material ean be pro-
duced and is being produced in this country, and the domestic
supply is ordinarily sufficient for our demands.

I think the duty proposed by the committee may yield reve-
nue, and it may be strictly termed a revenue duty. Beyond that,
we get into the field of protection, and I would not feel justified
in increasing the duty provided by the committee, and I would
only vote for it on the idea that it would be found to be a duty
which would yield a revenue, and would not tend to encourage
the formation of a combination or a trust, or impose such re-
strictions on importations as would cause a great increase in
the prices here.

Upon the basis of ifs being a revenue duty, it would be justi-
fied. Otherwise, both graphite and plumbago ought to be on the
free list,

POLICY OF RECLAMATION.

Mr, McNARY. Mr. President, in yesterday morning's Wash-
ington Post, under the column headed * Chats with Visitors,”
appeared a very interesting interview with Governor Campbell,
of Arizona. I ask that it may be read by the Secretary.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Why not have it printed in the
Recorp withont reading?

Mr. McNARY. The article is brief, and I prefer that it
be read. It is about a matter which will be interesting to the
Senator from Washington.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The reading clerk read as follows:

“ The people of the West are becomin% very anxious for congressional
action on land-reclamation projects which are now pending,” declared
Gov. Thomas H. Oami)bell. of Arizona, at the Willard.
is now serving his third term as Republican governor of a State that
is normally Democratic. He has been one of the leaders of the Western
Btates Heclamation Association, which has united 13 western States in
a eampaign in support of dpem]lng reclamation legislation.

“There has been considerable talk about the West being the battle

ound of the coming election, particularly with reference to the con-

gal of the House and the Senate,” Governor Campbell said. * I believe
thiz is a fact, and there is not much time between now and November
for the people of our country to forget. We have been promised a
broad natlonal policy of reclamation. The Republican Party in fts
latform stands pledged. President Harding has emphatically declared
imself in favor of the McNary-Smith bill. The committees of both
Houses of Congress have recommended this bill by unanimous votes,
To-day it is on the calendars of both House and Senate.

“Yet it np})ears that a narrow yie int of & few House leaders is
endnnferlng ts pas through inactivity and procrastination. We
may live a long way from Washington, but we are familiar with the

litical tactics of letting a meritorious measure die om the calendar.

he West to-day is watching the national administration with just as
Lkeen an interest as the leaders are watching the West.”

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the Governor of the State of
Arizona, Mr. Campbell, is not only a gentleman of excellent
judgment but accurate expression., The supporters of the
Smith-McNary reclamation bill are beginning to be seriounsly
disturbed over the situation respecting that bill. This ought
not to be a political gquestion. It is an economic, a business,
question, and citizens of the West, of the South, and of the East
have perceived the importance of this legislation. Only four
days since a group of certain Republican editors of the Press
Association of the State of Washington manfully served notice
on the Republican Party that unless this Congress enacted the
Smith-MeNary reclamation bill they would no longer consider
themselves bound to support the Republican Party. I read from
the CoNGRESSIONAL REcorD (p. 7484 of the proceedings of Tues-
day, May 23). The telegram was inserfed in the Recorp by the
distinguished senior Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes] and
iz as follows:

Campbell

Yarismas, WasH., May 20, 1922,
WesLeY L. Jowes, Washington, D, (.2

Following a meeting here to-day of the Yakima-Benton-Kittitas group
of the Washington State Press Association, Republican members of the
grou& adopted the following resolution :

“ Whereas the Republican Party in the last national campaign gave
to the voters of the Nation its pledge to put into operation a speeded-
up and enlarged program of reclamation; and

“{Whereas the MeNary-Smith bill, now pending in Congress, was
framed as a fulfillment of that pledge and as such has received the
official sanction of the administration; and

“ Whereas sald MeNary-Smith bill has been unanimously recom-
mended for pa e by committees in both Houses of Congress; and

“ Whereas enactment of said MceNary-Smith bill will stimulate busl-
ness and industry, relieve unemployment, contribute materially to the
Nation’s wealth, and inure to the special benefit of the returned soldiery
without prejudice or preference to any project, section, or district of
the unreclaimed areas of the Nation: Now therefore be it

“Resolved by the following Republican newspaper publishers of the
Btate of Washington, That failure of the Republican majority in” Con-
gess to pass the said McNary-Smith bill at the present session will

regarded by us as an inexcusable breach of faith on the part of the
national Republican Party, and we hereby declare that we no longer
consider ourselves, elther gy reason of our past aflilintions or the party's
!lf;lctnur:'e P[:‘l;gryn!?es, bound to continue our support of the national pub-

Republican newapnlpers represented at to-day's meeting were Ellens-
burg Record, Sonnyside Sun, Grandvlew Herald, Wapato Independent,
’.l‘onenish Review, Toppenish Tribune, Kennewick Courier-Reporter,
Zillah Mirror, Richland Advocate, Prosser Record-Bulletin,

I am of opinion that this dispatch which the Senator from
Washington [Mr. Jones] caunsed to be inserted in the Recorp
expresses the view of a vast majority of the American people,
irrespective of party. I have spoken in season, and some say
out of season, here in the Senate pointing out the necessity for
the early enactment of this Smith-McNary reclamation bill, and
I have said to Republicans here and elsewhere that it was their
duty to pass this bill and that they can make no greater con-
tribution to the happiness and the prosperity of the people of
this country than to pass the Smith-MeNary reclamation bill.

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Irrigation
and Reclamation, the sgenior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc-
Nary] has labored for this legislation with a zeal and a dili-
gence unsurpassed during my time here.

The Senator from Oregon [Mr, McNaAryY] knows, and he has
impressed the committee with the idea, that if the landless
returned soldier is to obtain a tract of land and is to become a
farmer the eligible means to that end is to be found through
the passage of this Smith-McNary reclamation bill. Through
the efforts of the senior Senator from Oregon and through the
efforts of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] the title or
name of the old Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of
Arid Lands has had stricken from it the words * of arid lands,”
<0 that now I say to you from the South if the Mississippi
River overflows its banks the Smith-MeNary reclamation bill,
when it becomes a law, will afford an opportunity for you to
stay the devastating floods and reclaim the lands. In the true
philosophy of government we have as much right to reclaim
swamp lands as we have to irrigate arid lands, and I am in
favor of doing both, both for the benefit of the people. A gov-
ernment is a harness with which to draw civilization’s load.

The moment a ecitizen becomes a landowner he becomes a
stockholder in the Republie, and no government can with safety
ignore the question of affording to industrious persons an oppor-
tunity to acquire a home. Reclamation of lands is practieal,
yet ideal; it is one of the noblest tasks our Nation could per-
form.

We of to<day are the tragic generation, Vast unrest every-
where, much unemployment distresses the people, and no
grander or more utilitarian work could be done than fo reclaim,
for the benefit of the people, our now idle, unutilized lands.
Hear me while I read from the report on the Smith-McNary
reclamation bill, as written by the Senator from Oregon,
wherein he quoted from a great Babylonian monarch:

I have made the canal of Hammurabi a blessing for the people of
Shumir and Accad. I have distributed the waters by branch canals
over the desert plaing. 1 have made water flow in the dry channels
and have given an unfailing supply to the people. I have changed
desert plains Into well-watered lands. I have given them fertility and
plenty, and made them the abode of happiness,

I am glad that the suggestions urging action on this bill have
comne from the other side, as this relieves the discussion of any
partisan charge. I saw the dispatch yesterday which the Sena-
tor from Washington placed info the Recorp, but I felt a hesi-
tancy about discussing it here, because those gentlemen were
Republican editors; but the Senator from Washington, in plac-
ing that statement into the Recorp, again proved himself to be
what we all know him to be, a fair man, who labors earnestly
for things not only for the good of his party but for ths good
of his country.

If this Congress should fail to pass the Smith-McNary recla-
mation bill a roar of fury, anger, and resentment would rise
from every eamp, every home, every hamlet and city in the
West. The Republican Party is bound, as far as faith and
promises can bind men, to pass this bill. The proper commit-
tee of the House and the proper committee of the Senate have
recommended it. The bill asks for no gift, no bounty, no lar-
zesse from the Federal Treasury, but it provides that an ap-
propriate sum of money—=$350,000,000—shall be transferred to
the national reclamation fund and that the Secretary of the
Interior may from time to time designate lands eligible for
reclamation in Mississippi, Montana, Maine, Michigan, Alabama,
Arizona, Utah, Arkansas, or in any other State, and that such
approved projects shall be built. The money will all be repaid
to the United States, hence this is not an appropriation,

Will any statesman arise and declare that he has a better
solution of the reclamation guestion? Will anyone here ad-




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1559

‘vance a better ‘idea than is in this bill? TUnless he can do so,
it is his duty to support the Smith-MeNary reclamation ‘bill.
Unless some Senator comes forward with a ‘better plan for re-
claiming the Everglades of Florida, the overflowed ‘lands of the
-South, the stump lands of the Northwest and Hast, and'the

arid lands of the West—unless he can' point out a better or |

‘more eligible ‘plan than is provided in the Smith-Mc¢Nary *bill
he is in duty bound, in my judgment, to vote for ‘this bill

Just ‘as soon as this'bill is passed the’
rior would set to work the various agencies of his department
investigating and approving projects. ‘Here and there and
everywhere engineers would be examining to ascertain where
projects may be built.

I measure my words when I say that'mo'Congress ever has |

and that no Congress ever will ‘consider a bill of more impor-
tance than the Smith-McNary reclamation bill. Without any
offensiveness intended, I speak for others as well as myself,
not only-on this side but for a few gentlemen on the other side
of the aisle, and say we serve notice now that, if we can prevent

it, this Congress will not be permitted to adjourn until the

Smith-McNary bill is a law.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. ASHURST. I yield with pleasure.

Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator whether:he
thinks the country needs an ‘increased production of agricul-
tural products to-day?

Mr. ASHURST. Knowing that a large number of ‘the
4,000,000 soldiers in a land which they saved need and desire a
home or a farm, I have little fear of overproduction. Do we
need a stimulation of agricultural products? 'Is that the ques-
tion the Senator asks me?

. Mr. LENROOT. Does not the Senator admit that at the
present prices there is no profit in raising agricultural products?
If that be true, does the country need an increased production
of agricultural products?

‘Mr. ASHURST. Al the more reason why, because ‘the sol-
dier should have a home. Tf we say agricultural products are
now too high, let the soldier grow them if he desires.

Mr. LENROOT, No; they are too low.

Mr, ASHURST. Mr, President, the Senator is one of the

most determined fighters in the Senate. .Itwould be distressing |

for me to draw any inference from his remarks that he is
going to oppose this bill. I do not agree with the Senator on
many things. He and I have crossed swords frequently ‘and
to my discomfiture, on many questions at times, but I shall be
filled with profound regret and painful surprise if I see that
superb intellect fighting the Smith-McNary bill. “With ‘his
ability and leadership he owes it as a duty to his country to
stand up and fight for this bill. I hope we may find him.en-
Jlisted with other soldiers of the common good, marching for-
ward in a phalanx in favor of this truly wonderful legislation
which a Republican Secretary of the Interior favors. Pass this
bill and glory will be your portion; defeat it, or adjourn with-
out action on'this bill and the heat of public opinion will con-
sume you root and branch,

Promises in politics must be kept; either keep them or do not
make them. A vote for this bill is a vote for the firmness,
strength, and prosperity of this Republic.

Mr. ASHURST subsequently said:

Mr. President, this evening I had occasion to address the Sen-
ate for a few moments upon the Sniith-MeNary reclamation
bill, reported favorably from the Committee on Irrigation and
Reclamation. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the REcorp
as an appendix to my remarks a copy of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The bill referred to is as follows:

A bill (8. 8204) to encourage the development of the agricultural re-
sgources of the United States through Federal and State cooperation
giving preference in the matter of employment and the establishment

of rural homes to those who have served with the military and naval
foreces of the United States.

Be it enacted, etc., That when used in thls act—

Ea; The term “ Secretary " means the Secretary of the Interior.

i{b) The term * district " means any district erganized under the law
of any State to provide for the agricultural reclamation of lands by ir-
rigation, drainage, or dikafe. with authority to issue bonds which shall
be a general charge against all lands within the district and to contract
with the United States under this act as provided herein.

(e) The term ' farm " means an area of land within a recdlamation
&roject sufficlent in size, in the opinion of the Secretary, to supportia

mily, but not exceeding 160 acres of reclaimed land.

(d) The term “ excess lands ' means all lands‘in a single holding in
excess of one established farm.

(e) The term * veteran” means any individual
military or naval forces of the United States in the War wit £
the War with Bpain, or in the suppression of the insurrection in ‘the
Philippines, and honorably discharged therefrom.or placed In :the.Reg-
ular Army or Naval Reserve.

a memﬂ:er of the

-of 'the Inte- |,

888), and acts amendato
the

SEc. 2. That the Secretary is authorized to Investigate the feasihili
of rednimln%the lands within any district in any State under contrag
with the district. ' One-half the cost of investigation ghall be advanced
gg‘the district and one-half by the United States. ui}dwn-detem
3 t.reclamation is feasible, the Secretary' is authorized, under contract
with ‘the district, to construct the necessary works for the reclamation
of the lands involved and operate and maintain the same 8o long as such
) n and maintenance ry, in the ppinion of the Becretary,
to safeguard the interests of the Government. The total cost .o
construction and of operation and maintenance which .ghall include a
'{?st portion of -overhead-expenses-ghall ‘be’ paid by the district to the

nited ‘Btates.

Sgc. 3. That before construction of & project is commenced the sizes
of the farms therein shall be established .and agreements shall be made
effectively subjecting not less than 80 per cent of the excess lands

i project tordgasal.‘by authority of the Secr
at;rlmand terms fixed in-advance in such ents.
and terms: ghall 'be determined with the view o% a'bona fide and
Eggpecent.-sewer,npon each:farm: of the project -with the-least possible

¥.

Sec. 4. That when, in the ogmion of the Secretary, a project has.been
“fally eompleted snd 'suceessfully operated for one season the Becretary

fix the construction cost thereof, which shall dmelnde "the total
, the expense of selling - district .bonds under section
5, interest at mot exceeding 5 Er cent per annum upon all sums ad-
-yanced:' b TUnited 8tates in the eonstruction thereof, and the cost of
woperating and maintai . the project to the date or.-ﬁxtng such cost,
This_total cost ‘the district shall agree-to pay to the TUnited Sta

' | within :Pgeriod not exceeding 40 years, with annual interest thereon at

not exceeding 5 per cent per annum : Provided, That upon receipt by the
United States from:the proceeds.of distriot bonds, .as provided in section
i{ of such total cost with interest, the obligation of the district to the
United Btates for:construction shall be satisfied : Previded further, That
upon the receipt of such total cost the moneys advanced by the district
for investigation of the project shall be returned to the district. 8o lon
as the Government operates and maintains a g:jeet the district ‘shal
~also pay to the United States anmually, upon ms to be fixed by the
Becretary, the total cost of operation and maintenance.

Sec. 5. That preceding any expenditure'by the United States on ac-
count of comstruction of a projeet bonds of the district equal in facevalue
to the amount of the pro nditure shall:be-duly issued and de-
livered to the United States. If at any time it.should appear-to the
Becretary.that the original bend issue is imsufficient to cover the cost.of

e p +work, he may either curtall .the work:or require the dis-
triet to issue:additional bomds, and when the total cost of the com-
pleted project has been dete ed under section 4, all bonds issved in
excess. of such eost shall be eanceled. The.bonds shall be in form :%
proved by the Becretary and shall run for a perlod not exceeding

ears, bear interest at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary not exoeediznbg
ger cent, gagahie annually, and be issued in ‘denominations of $25,
50, £100, $500, and $1,000. These bonds ghall be deposited with the
Federal Farm Loan Board, and when the project cost is known and the
value of all of the property of the district subject to assessment for the
ment: of the bonds s rreach twice:the par value of ‘the bends as
ound by the said board, the board shall offer the bonds.at .public or
‘private sdle at not less than par under terms and conditions to be pro-
:ﬂded'elay rules:and regulations to bewnade by 'said board. The moneys
received from the sale of the bonds shall be credited upen the district
contract. Prior to sale of the bonds the beard shall colleet all moneys
due’ the{eon, and 'the same shall likewise be eredited upon the district
contrac

‘Bmc. 6. That unentered \and unpatented  arid. and semiarid lands of
the United States susceptible of reclamation may be included in a dis-
triet and may be subjected to the provisions o¢f the act of August 11,
1916 (39 Stat. p. 506), in accordance with'the terms of sald act: Pro-
vided, That the final proviso of section 1 of the act shall mot npp]f_’:
Provided further, That while the unentered .public lands within a dis-
trict comstitute more than 50 per cent in area of the lands therein, the
Secretary shall have the right to appoint upon the district board such
number: of 'g:mna to ‘represent the interests of the United States as
ghall constitute a majority of the board. Unentered publle land with-
drawn under the provisions of the act of Jume 17, 1902 (32 Stat. p.

‘thereof or ;gﬂmlemenw thereto, may,
diseretion of the Becre » be ineclu in a distriet.  All mnentered
public land so inciuded in a district shall be opened under the pro-
visions of the homestead law and also, so far as applicable, of said act
of June 17, 1902, as amended and supplemented.

8pc. 7. That the United States may acquire lamds hereunder for con-
struetion, but not for agricultural purposes: Previded, That the Secre-
tary is muthorized to accept, by t, deed in ‘trust, or otherwise, land
within any district and dispose of the same upon terms and conditions
to bera upon with the:grantor:or later fixed by the Tetary.
Szc. B, That in the construction of every project under this act the
Secretary shall, so far as practicable, utilize the services of veterans.
In every opening or sale of land by authority of the Becretary, under
this act veterans shall have the exclugive right, fwﬂnﬂ of 60 days,
to make entry or otherwise acquire .the land: ded, That in the
event such 'an entry shall be relinquished at any time prior to actoal
residence upon the land bf« the entryman for not less than one year,
lands so relinquished shall not be subject to entry for a period of 6
days -after the flling and notation of the relinguishment in the local
land office, and shall, after ‘the’ expiration of such 60-day period, be
' gubject to-entry by the first gualified applicant.

8Ec. 9. That the act of June 17. 1902 (32 Btat. p. 388), and -all
amendatory or supplementary acts shall hereafter be .known .as the
national irrigation law, and the fund provided for by said law ghall
hereafter be: n as ‘the national irrigation fund. This act, and all
amendatory or supplementary iacts, shall be known as the national
reclamation law, and for the 'tgurﬁse of carrying out its provisions
there is hereby established in the easury a fand to be known as the
national reclamation faund, There is hereby authorized to be appro-

riated from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated
fhe sum of $350,000,000, to be transferred from time to time .to the
national reclamation fund, and appropriated upon estimates made by
the Secretary for carrying out the provisions of this act. All moneys
received by the DUnited Btates under  this act shall .be paid into the
national reclamation fund, and all moneys at any time in said fund
shall be available for appropriation for the purposes of this act.

Swc. 10, That the Secretary is hereby authorized:to perform any and
all acts and to make such rules and,regulations. as in 'his discretion
mag be necessary for ecarrying the provisious of this act info full force
‘and ‘effect.
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Mr. McCUMBER.

Mr. ASHURST.
North Dakota.

Mr. McCUMBER.
concluded.

Mr. ASHURST.
Senator,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, may I ask that the Secre-
5;.1'3; é&g;ata the amendment to which this argument has leen

rec

Mr. President——
I yield to the distinguished Senator from

I thought the Senator from Arizona had
I will yield the floor, if that will please the

THE TARITF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the'bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend-
ing amendment.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The question is. on the amend-
ment proposed by the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr.
NicHOLSON], on page 37, line 11, to strike out “20 per cent
ad valorem " and to insert in lieu thereof “3 cents per pound,”
S0 as to read:

Crystalline lump, chip, or dust, 8 cents per pound.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,
y The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

‘Ashurst Harrison MceNary Bmith
Borah Heflin Moses Smoot
Broussard Johnson Newberry Spencer
Bursum Jones, N. Mex, Nicholson Sterlin,
Calder Jones, Wash, Oddie Sutherland
Cau#)e Kello FPhipps Townsen
Curtis Kendrick Poindexter Wadsworth
Dial La Follette Ransdell Walsh, Mass,
Fletcher Lenroot wson Walsh, Mont.
France Lordtﬁe Robinson Warren
Gooding M mber Sheppard

Hale MceKinley Shortridge

Harris MecLean Simmons

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The guestion is on
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. NicHoLSON]
to the committee amendment,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the committee
amendment refers to lump graphite. The committee amendment
fixes a rate of 20 per cent ad valorem. If the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Colorado is adopted it will be equiva-
lent to an ad valorem rate of 50 per cent.

Mr. HARRISON. On this question I call for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MOSES (when Mpr. Keves's name was called). I am
authorized by my absent colleague [Mr. Keyes] to state that if
present he would vote “ nay " on this amendment to the amend-
ment, :

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UspERwoop]. I un-

derstand, however, that on this question he would vote as I am
about to vote, and therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote
“nay.”

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Transferring

my pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]
‘to Lhe,jlmlor Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Peprer] I vote
‘nay.

The roll call was concluded,

Mr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the affirma-
tiwzl. Has the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swaxson]
voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr. JONES of Washington, I have a pair with that Senator
for the time that he is necessarily absent during the day. I
find, however, that I can transfer that pair to the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Stanriern]. I do so, and will allow my vote to
stand.

Mr. CURTIS.
pairs:

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator
from Georgia [Mr, WATsoN];

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. TrRAMMELL] ;

The Senator from Vermont [m DitriNeaAM] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass];

I am requested to announce the following

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Owes];

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. New] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] ;

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsox] with the Senafor
from Mississippi [Mr. Wrooiams]; and

The junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wrirris] with the senior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. POMERENE].

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 36, as follows:

YEAS—1T,
Bursum Johnson Oddie Sterling
Capper Jones, N. Mex, Phipps Wadsworth
Ernst Jones, Wash. Poindexter
Goodin McNary Rawson
Harrel Nicholson Shortridge

NAYS—36,
Ball Hale Lodge Fmith
Borah Harris McCumber Smoot
Brandegee Harrison McKinley Spencer
Calder Heflin McLean Stanley
Curtis Hitcheock Moses Sutherland
Dial Kellng!; Newberry Townsend
Fletcher Kendrick Robinson Walsh, Mass.
France La Follette Sheppard Walsh, Mont.
Frelinghuysen Lenroot Simmons Warren

NOT VOTING—43.

Ashurst Elkins New Shields
Broussard Fernald Norbeck Stanfield
Cameron Gerry Norris Swanson
Caraway Glass Overman Trammell
Colt Keyes Owen Underwood
Crow King Dage Watson, Ga.
Culberson Ladd Pepper Watson, Ind.
Cummins MeCormick Pittman Weller
Dillingham McKellar Pomerene Williams
du Pont Myers Ransdell Willis
Edge Nelson Reed

So Mr. NicHoLsoN's amendment to the amendment of the’
Committee on Finance was rejected.

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 move to amend the committee sanendment on
page 37, line 11, after the word * dust,” by striking out * 20 per
cent ad valorem ™ and inserting “ 1} cents per pound ™ ; 80 as to
provide a duty of 14 cents per pound on crystalline lump, chip,
or dust graphite. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to eall the roll,

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as before with reference to my
pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.”

Mr. MOSES (when the name of Mr. Keves was called). Were
he present, my colleague, the junior Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr, Keyes] would vote “ nay " on this amendment to the
amendment.

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr., Usperwoon], but I
am informed that if present he would vote as I am about to vote,
and I will therefore vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as before in reference to my pair and its
transfer, I vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, HARRISON. Has the junior Senator from West Vil‘glnm
[Mr. ErxixNs] voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr., HARRISON. T transfer my pair with him to the junior
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and vote * nay."”

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 35, as follows:

YEAS—I1T.
Broussard Johnson Oddie Shortridge
Bursum Jones, N. Mex. Phip: Sterling
Capper Jones, Wash, Poindexter
Googfng MceNary Rohinson
Heflin Nicholson Sheppard
NAYS—I5.
Ball Hale MeCumber Spencer
Borah Harreld MeKinley Stanley
Brandegee Harris McLean Sutherland
Calder - Harrison Moses Townsend
Curtis I\e!loy-! Newherry Wadsworth
Dial Kend Rawson Walsh, Mass,
Ernst La Follﬂtl e Simmons Walsh, Mont.
France Lenroot Bmith Warren
Frelinghuysen Lodge Smoot .
NOT VOTING—44.
shurst Fernald Nelson Reed
é‘alr]nl:!ron Fletcher vew Shields
Caraway Gerry Norbeck Stanfield
Colt (ilass Norris Swanson
Crow Hitcheock Overman Trammell
Culberson Leyes Owen Tnderwooed
Cummins King Page Watson, Ga.
Dillingham Ladd Pepper Watson, Ind.
du Pont MecCormick Pittman Weller
Edge McKellar Pomerene Williams
Blkins Myers Ransdell Willis




1922.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

7561

So Mr. HerFLiN's amendment to “the cominittee amendment
was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by
the Senator from Colorado [Mr, NicHoLsoN] to the amendment
of the committee will be stated.

The Reapine CrLeErk. On page 37, paragraph 213a, line 11,
before the word “ cents,” it is proposed to strike out the numeral
“2" and to insert the numeral *5,” so as to read:

Crystalline flake, 5 cents per pound,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, as crystalline
graphite is selling now from 3 to 4 cents a pound, if this amend-
ment to the amendment be adopted it will impose an equivalent
ad valorem rate of between 133 and 167 per cent, the highest
rate that I have yet heard mentioned in connection with the
pending tariff bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of
the committee,

The amendment to the amendment was rejected,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the com-
mittee amendment,

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr, NICHOLSON. I reserve the right to offer in the Senate,
when we again reach the schedule, the amendments I have to-
day offered to the committee amendment.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I now ask to return to
paragraph 211, on page 35, lines 24 and 25.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Committee on Finance at that point will be stated.

The Reapinag Crerxk. On page 35, after line 23, it is pro-
posed by «the Commiftee on Finance to strike out paragraph
211, as follows:

Graphite or plumbago, crude or refined, not specially provided for,
10 per cent ad valorem.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. McCUMBER. I now ask to return to paragraph 207,
page 34, where the Committee on Finance propose an amend-
ment relative to flunorspar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Committee on Finance in the paragraph referred to will be
stated.

The ReEapine Crerg. On page 34, paragraph 207, line 10,
after the word " fluorspar ” it is proposed by the Committee on
Finance to strike out “5 per ton of 2,000 pounds: Provided,
That after the expiration of one year beginning on the day
following the passage of this act, the duty on fluorspar shall
be $4 per ton of 2,000 pounds,” and to insert “ $5.60 per ton,”
80 as to read:

Fluorspar, §5.60 per ton.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, to me this is
an unusual proposal. The present duty on this commodity is
$1.50 per ton, which was equivalent in 1914 to 39 per cent.
The Iayne-Aldrich law imposed a duty of only $3 per ton,
which at the time that law was enacted was equivalent to a
duty of 95 per cent. Now the Commitiee on Finance propose to
impose a duty on this commodity of $5.60 per ton, which, based
on the 1914 prices, will amount to 147 per cent; on the 1910
prices to 176 per cent; and on present prices, those for 1922
will amount to 70 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 think to-day the price for the commodity is
about $20 a ton.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The import price is not $20
per ton. The import price for 1921 was $12.50 a ton and the last
foreign price which 1 have, for 1922, is $8 per ton.

Mr. SMOOT. Is the Senator speaking of the price in Mexico?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; 1 am speaking of the for-
eign price.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 notice the price per ton in Mexico is $12 and
the price per ton in Kentucky and Illinois is $20 and $22 a ton.
According to those figures the percentage would be less than
stated by the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr., JONES of New Mexico. Under those prices the per-
centage would, of course, be less.

Mr, SMOOT. That is all I wanted to correct.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Af any rate, we are proposing
to increase the present duty of $1.50 a ton to $5.60 a ton.

Mr. SMOOT. That is right.
It seems to me that that is hardly

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
justified. If the committee has any information which will

Justify that rate;, of course I do unot intend to make any in-
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sistent opposition to it, but the information which I have will
not justify the rate.

Fortunately we have quite an accurate and comprehensive
survey regarding this commedity. It is very graphically pic-
tured in the report of the Geological Survey of the Interior
Department, which gives an outline showing the production of
the commodity and the prices over a series of years from 1883
down to and including 1920, On the question of production I
find by looking at this document that from 1883 to about 1898
the production ranged from 5,000 to 10,000 tons per annum.

After that time the production increased until about 1901.
Then it began again to increase quite rapidly, and reached a
production of around forty to fifty thousand tons, and remained
at that production until about 1908, In 1910 we were producing
about 55,000 tons per annum, and at that point the imports
began rapidly to detrease. The imports in 1910 were about
the same as the domestic production, 50,000 tons per annum,
and the imports from that time on decreased until they amounted
to less than 10,000 tons, about six or seven thousand tons per
anniin, The domestic production increased rapidly, and in
1912 amounted to about 115,000 tons, and in 1917 and 1918
ran up to nearly 270,000 toms, the imports in the meantime
being negligible.

We also have a charf showing the prices, and that chart
shows almoest a uniform price from 1883 to 1916, and that uni-
form price was right around $6 per ton. It varied somewhat;
sometimes it would go up to $7 a ton, sometimes down to $5
a ton; but I think, taking it right along, as an average it
amounted to $6 per ton from 1883 to 1916. From that point
the price rose rapidly, almost acutely, from $6 per ton in 1916 to
over $25 per ton in 1919; and, as the Senator from Utah has
just stated, the present price is over $20 per ton.

I should like to know upon what principle of legislation you
are proposing this enormous increase of duty on this commodity.
The American product is of a higher guality than that which
is being imported, and, so far as I can learn, there is no con-
siderable quantity in any foreign country which is at all likely
to find a market in the United States. In addition to that,
we have been exporting a considerable quantity of this material,
I think we are exporting now, or were last year, at the rate
of about 2,500 or 3,000 tons per annum, and the imports are
ahsolutely negligible.

Here is the way the imports have run:

In 1919, when the price of the imported ore was $15.50 a ton,
we imported something over 6,000 tons.

In 1920 the imports were higher than they had been during
the war period, but not very much. They were 21,000 tons.

In 1921 the impertations decreased to 5,560 tons, and for the
first three months of 1922 they amounted only to 1,693 tons.

That does not show that this country is going to be flooded
with this commodity.

The price now is four or five times what it was during a
series of years from 1883 to 1916. For nearly a quarter of a
century the price remained almost stationary at $6 per ton,
and now a duty of $5.60 per ton is proposed.

In Canada they produce no more than the amount they
consume, on the whole. It is true that on the western coast
some of this commodity is imported from Canada, because it is
not used in the western part of Canada. It is used in the
eastern part, and in the eastern part of Canada they have to
import the commodity from the United States.

We have heard a great deal here about some imports from
Canada and about duty upon the Canadian commodities which
are being brought into this country. I want to suggest to Sen-
ators that this is no time for the United States to build a tariff
wall merely for the purpose of retaliation. That has cropped
out in the consideration of this bill a number of times. Even
on limestone a high tariff is asked simply because on the west-
ern coast there is one concern which may export some lime-
stone to the United States, and the reason given for the request
for the duty was simply as a matter of retaliation, because
Canada has a tariff upon the importation of limestone there;
and so with other commodities.

Canada reaches from one ocean to the other. Her conditions
are varied, very much the same as they are in the United
States; but this is no time to build up a tariff wall for the sake
of retaliation against what Canada has done. On the other
hand, it seems to me that we should try to bring about a better
feeling, a more reciprocal condition, between this country and
Canada. :

The evidence on which the committee acted in making this
recommendation, or, at any rate, the evidence which was before
the committee, was erroneous. The witness who made the
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stutement was not aware of the facts.
tion to what he has to say.

The principal witness asking this duty was Mr. Northen, of
Hopkinsville, Ky., representing the fluorspar producers of Ken-
tucky and Illinois. I may say that the great preduction of this
commodity is in the State of Illinois, reaching ower inte the
State of Kentucky. There is some of it produced in my State,4
New Mexieo, and some in various other States, but 85 or 80 per
cent of it is produeed in the State of Illinois. That witness,
whose testimony was taken, doubtless, as the basis for this rate
of duty, on page 1424 of the hearings before the Committee on
Finance, made this statement:

This ‘tariff shonld not be less than the difference between the eost of
roducing the spar at the mines in this country and the cost of the spar
anded from foreign countries without duty paid, which cost, as evi-

denced by the data secured from the TUnited Statex Government reeords,
s aﬁpmxlmntely $10.50 per ton clnrlnug the first six months of 1921,
The ecost of this fo sgnr $10.50, includes cost of production,
transportation, and profit to the i‘ureign, roducer, ag compared with the
average cost of $20.25 in this eountry, without profit to the producer.
The facts do not sustain that statement; but, to the contrary,
we find a statement from the Gedlogical Survey regarding this
importation, and here is what it says:

The imports of ﬂuorg?nr in 1920 were @

cent of the domestie shipments of gravel fluorspar, as compared with
abont 5.7 per eent in 1019,

Acmrﬂiuf to the values reported, including the duty of $1.34
short ton ($1.50 a long ton) and the ocean freight, estimated to be
about $4.50 a ton, the average cost of imported English fAuorspar at
the docks in the United States was $14.27 a ton in 1920, compared
with $238.24 for domestic merchantable gravel at the mine or mill.

Then the survey proceeds to discuss the availability of the
American supply. It is true that it is mined principally down
in Illinois and over in Kentucky, and the rail rate is pretty
high from that section over into Pennsylvania, where it is prin-
cipally used. T may say that it is used principally in the open-
hearth production of steel, and it is becoming more in demand
all the time, :

Mr. President, I do not care to take up any more time reganrd-
ing this item. I wanted to call the attention of those who pro-
pose this very great increase In rates to the item, and I ask
Senators to observe the very extraordinary price which exists
at the present time. For twenty-odd years the price ranged
around $6 per ton. It is now just about four times that price;
and, that being so, why increase this duty from $1.50 per ton
to %35.60 per ton?

Mr, President, I move to strike out the numerals “$5.60"
and to inserf in lieu thereof * $1.50."

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SteErriNag in the chair).
The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from
New Mexico to the amendment of the committee.

My, McCUMBER. Mr, President, T simply desire to put upon
the record some of the facts and figures bearing upon this
ftemn which will be at least explanatory of the situation and
the reasons which guided the judgment of the committee.

I agree with the Senator that the Underwood rate of duty
was $1.50 per ton. The Payne rate of duty was $3 per ton.
The House rate of duty presented to us was $5 per ton of
2000 pounds, and the SHenate committee gave practically the
House rate per pound and applied it to the 2,240-pound ton,
as all the fluorspar comes in upon the long-ton hasis. So 'the
Finance Comamittee rates are practically the same as those of
the Honse committee.

An ditem which T think might be of interest in voting upon
that is this: We had a rate of 83 per ton under the Payne-
Aldrieh law, and I am cousidering this both from the stand-
point of protection and revenue. ‘With a $3 per ton rate in
1910 we eollected $127,464 in duty ; in 1911 we collected $98,208 ;
in 1912 we collected $70,115; in 1913 we collected $50,247.68.
Then the duty was changed to §1.50 per ton, or just one-half
the former rate, and the amount of ‘duty collected immediately
dropped, in 1914, to $13,068.48,

That was ‘an enormous loss of revenue, and when we take
into ‘consideration the fact that the average price of labor in
preducing fluorspar in England, from which the great importa-
tions came, and the increase in the cost of production here, $3
per ton at that time would not have been more than the equiva-
Jent of §5 per ton at the present time, and with the difference
in labor wages, the difference in ‘the cost of transportation,
and everything of that character, there would not be any mere
protection now at §5 per ton than there would have been at $3
per ton under the Payne-Aldrich law. I think, taking the dif-|
ferences which existed at that time between domestie and for-
eign production, and the differences which exist at the pres-|
ent time between eost of production ‘in Great Britain and the
United States, the relation of duty to these differences will be

I will just call atten-

rivalent to about 15.9 per

a

approximately the same, That 'is quite a 1ittle duty to be ‘col-:

lected, and with the incr@ase 1 believe we will receive a con-
siderable increase in revenue. !

I want to ecall attention to one more statement. I will not
‘read all that s contained in the tariff-information service but
only a single paragraph here, in which it is stated:

Over 90 per cent of the domestic production of fluorspar is mined
near Resiclare. I11. The field extends across the Ohio River into the
adjoining eounties of Kentucky. Fluorspar is also produced in New
Hampshire, Arizona, and Colorado.

But I will consider only the 90 per eent which is produced
near Rosiclare, T11., and the information which we mow have
is that practically all those mines are now eclosed down, and
closed down '‘because they can not compete with the foreign
importation prices.

I ‘desire to read from a statement made by Mr. Benediet
Crowell, president of one of the companies at Rosiclare. This
‘was written June 30, 1921, but I find that the importing price
to-day iz about the same as he gave at that time, about $12.45
per ton. This is addressed to the then chairman of the Com-
mittee on Finanee, Senator Penrose, and reads:

This company has for many years been the largest producer of fluor-
spar in the United States.

When, in Janaary, 1921, the producers of ﬂunrsgir presented a
memorial to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives asking for a tariff of $5 to $6.50 per net ton of 2,000 pounds
on ‘fluorspar all of the important mines In the the United States were
in operation.

To-day all mines are cloged down.

The priee of gravel fluorspar in the United Btates to-day is abont
!20 per net ton f. o, b. the mines. 'The eost of fluorgpar for the year

§20, based on .sworn figures of the 17 largest produeers of Kentucky
and Illinois, was as follows :

Total tons produced
Total cost
Average cost per ton__

1 especially call attention to the next paragraph:

Our prinecipal forelgn competition comes from HEngland. The writer
has just returned from England after having made a ctreful examina-
tion of the fluorspar industry in that country. The average cost of
'pum.ng gravel fluorspar on the cars at the mines (in England) is now
about $2,80 per ton United States currency, as eompared with our cost
of $20.25 per ton. Engllsh fluorspar is now being delivered in our east-
ern seaports, duty pald, at a cost of about $12 per ton.

In 1920 we imported 21,975 tons, valued at $265.630, or $12.41
per ton. That is 41 cents higher than was given by this witness
as the price in 1921, ;

I doubt if this will ever go back in England to the pre-war
prices, because, as the Senator from New Mexico well under-
stands, the labor cost in England is, I think, nearly trebled
what it was in 1914 and prior to the war. At least it is more
than doubled. It has increased in percentages even higher than
the labor costs in the United States, if I am correctly informed.
I therefore assmme that in all probability the cost of the foreign
product landed in the United States will remain at about these
figures for some time at least—§12 per ton. This witness pro-
ceeds :

It is therefore perfectly aﬂmrent that the mines in America will stay
closed down unless this differential is eorrected by a duty. In my
opinion the duty necessary to accomplish this is approximately the
difference between these two figures,

As a matter of Tact, it would have to be a little different if
the Ilinois and Kentucky mines were to compete in the eastern
market, because the cost of bringing the article over from Great
Britain is considerably less than the cost of transportation from
Tllinois to the eastern coast. The witness further said:

In addition to the above, I would invite your attention to the fact
that Hnglish spar mines are located less than 100 miles from ocean
transportation, while American mines have a long and expensive rail
haul. Furthermore, English producers have the:advantage of shipping
their fluorspar as ballast, taking the lowest possible ocean freight rate.

The two elements to be taken into consideration are the lower cost
of production of the English fluorspar and the lower cost of transpor-
tation, which, added, make a differential to-day against the Amer|
‘fluorspar of between $8 and $9 l;er net ton. There Is ne truth in the
rumor that the Bnglish sources of supply are approaching exhaustion,

‘The Senator will recall the fact that the English supply comes
from the dumps of dld lead mines, and while the-dump may be
exhausted it is quite certain that the gravel from which the
lead was extracted has nof been exhsusted in that section of
the counfry. We have no evidence, at least, of any probability
«of any immediate exhaustion.

I call attention to the fact that, while this witness testifies
that it will be necessary to make a differential of eight to nine
dollars per ton, the committee has made all allowance for the
probable reduction, both in the cost of production at the mines
and in the cost of transportation, and has given §5 per ton
instead of eight or nine dollars per ten.

I think for the most part this will be a daty from which we
will ‘secure considerable revenue, but 1 think it will coperate
‘both as a good revenue producer and also operate to protect
-our mines, so that the mines in the United States will be nble

141,303
~'$2, 864, 442, 88
s 820,25
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to operate, at least for some time to come, notwithstanding the
fact that we have only given about from 50 to 60 per cent of
what the mine owners thought was necessary for protection.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, T do not care to
prolong this discussion, but it seems to me, from what the
Senator from North Dakota has said, that he demonstrated
that this is no time in which to propose a revision of the tarift
upon these commodities.

The situation in respeet to this item is in great measure the
same as that of hundreds and thousands of other items in the
bill. The Senator from North Dakota has himself developed a
state of facts which shoW that we have no information on
which we can levy a duty at this time under any theory of
tariff legislation, either for revenue or for protection.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, does not the Senator really
agree with me that, taking the importation price of about $12.41
per ton, which is the last figzure we have, and which is quite
low; and taking into consideration what the price was before
the war: taking into consideration the increase in labor wages
in Great Britain, that we may safely assume that about $12 a
ton, which is not very different from what it was a short time
ago, will continue to be the price for some time, and if we have
only given a duty of £5, when the real difference in the cost of
production here and abroad, according to the most up-to-date
figures, is about $20,. we have given suflicient leeway for a
reduction in the price in the United States? If the Senator will
allow me, I agree with him that it is a difficult time to fix tariff
rates.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am glad the Senator concedes
that, I think the facts surrounding this item emphasize that
point, a point which I have tried to present here time and again
during the discussion of the bill,

The Senator from North Dakota says that the mines are
closed down because of importations. I do not believe the Sena-
tor intends to insist upon that as a statement of the facts. It
seems to me that if the mines are closed down it is simply be-
cause there is no demand for the product. The open-hearth
furnaces of the country are closed down. The consumption
demand does not exist in the country. We are not being flooded
by any great quantity of importations. As I stated to the Sena-
tor, the importations have been less than they were even before
the war. Just let me give the Senator some figures.

In 1910 we imported 42,000 tons, leaving off the odd figures;
in 1911, 32,000 tons; 1912, 26,000 tons; and in 1913, 22,000 tons.
Those are the years prior to the war, and the lowest was 22,000
tons in 1913. In no year since that time has that amount been
equaled. From 1910 to 1913, ineclusive, the importations de-
creased from 42,000 tons to 22000, and in no year since that
time have they amounted to as much as 22,000 tons.

On the contrary, the most that was imported in any one year
since that time was in 1920, when the importations were 21,975
tons, and in the very next year, 1921, when the imported price
was higher, the foreign price in 1921 being $12.50, we imported
only 5,560 tons.

In the first three months of 1922, the present year, we im-
ported only 1,693 tons. That shows the least quantity in im-
portation that we have had almost, only 5.000 tons in the whole
vear of 1921, while prior to the war we were imporfing at the
rate of about 22000 tons, although that decreased, There is
nothing shown but a decrease of importations when the present
duty is only $1.50, Ever ginece the $3 rate was put on in 1910
there has been an increase. When the $1.50 rate was put on
the importations continued to decrease. So it is evident that
there is something wrong with the industry rather than the
enormous importations. The industry is not threatened with
any effect, in my judgment, by Importations from abroad.

I do not know where the statement of the witness came from
which the Senator from North Dakota has read. It does not
appear in the hearings before the Senate Finance Committee.
1 suppose it is something very recent. It is the statement of
an interested party as to the cost of the English fluorspar, and
if it only costs $2.50 to put it upon the boat in Great Britain
and it comes over in ballast, I would like to know why it does
not get here and enter this market for less than $20 a ton, If
those are the facts, why is not the domestic production stopped
entirely? The Senator certainly can not seriously believe that
that reflects the actual condition.

I do not believe any sane person would think of enacting a
tariff bill based upon any such information as that. Here the
Senator tells us in one breath that it costs comparatively nothing
to put it upon the boat, that it comes over here in ballast, and
yet the price of it in the United States is over $20 per ton.
It seems to me Senators should reflect upon the effect of such
testimony as that.

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope before he draws that kind of mathe-
matical conclusion the Senator will draw it from the evidence
and not from his statement. I read the letter to show that the
f. 0. b. price at the mines is the figure. He gave the price in
England and what it cost at the mine.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. About $2.50, as I understand
the Senator.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is, at the mine. But remember that
the mines are 100 miles inland, and the product has to come
by rail from the mines to the boat. There are the freight
charges, though I do not know just what they are, as well as
the cost of unloading from the railroad and loading onto the
boat, and there is also the cost of transportation to this side.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The witness suggests that it
comes over in ballast,

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, he said it comes over as ballast,
but he did not say it eame for nothing.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. But he means to infer that the
transportation charge is comparatively nominal. That is what
he means.

Mr. McCUMBER. ILet me call attention to another thing, if
the Senator will allow me. The Senator gave about 22,000 tons
as the amount that eame over in 1910.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. In 1910 there were 42,000 tons
imported.

Mr. McCUMBER.
in 1921,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I gave the amount, 21,975 tons.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is a very good importation for one
year.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. But I called attention to the fact
that the very next year the importations fell off to 5,560 tons.

Mr. McCUMBER. On account of the depression, which the
Senator will admit, to a great extent.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The foreign price of it had in-
creased from $10.75 to $1250 per ton. So the trouble is not
with any ecompetition in the production of fluorspar, but it is
depression of business in this country, I would like to know if
we put upon stilts the price of this produet, which the steel
furnaces must have, will we encourage the resumption of busi-
ness? I submit that the situation here can only tell us that this
is no time to try to fix prices upon fluorspar through a tariff bill.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered fo their names:

There were nearly 22,000 tons imported

Ball Hale MeKinley Shortridge
Brandegee Harris McLean Simmons
Calder Johnson McNary Smith
Capper Jones, N. Mex. Newberry Smoot
Curtis Jones, Wash. Nieholson Spencer
Dial Kellogg Oddie Sterling
Elkins Kendrick Page Sutherland
Ernst La Follette Pepper Townsend
France Lenroot Phipps Wadsworth
Frelinghuysen Lodge Rawson Warren
Gooding MeCumber Sheppard

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have
answered to their names. There is not a quorum present.
The Secretary will call the names of absentees.

The Assistant Secretary called the names of the absent Sen-
ators, and Mr. Bursum and Mr. STANLEY answered to their
names when called.

The PRESIDING OFFICER Forty-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present.

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be
directed to procure the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed fo.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will
carry out the order of the Senate and secure the attendance of
absent Senators.

Mr. Brovssarp and Mr. SHIELDS entered the Chamber samd
answered to their names.

After a little delay Mr. RorinsoN and Mr. PITTMAN enterpd
the Chamber and answered to their names,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. The ques-
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
JoxEs] to the amendment of the committee, which will be
stated.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY, Strike out “$5.60"” and insert
in lien thereof * $1.50,” so as to read:

Fluorspar, $1.50 per ton,

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me understand exactly what this amend-
ment is. I was not here when it was discussed. I will ask the
Senator from Utah to explain it.
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Mr. SMOOT. The rate on fluorspar is $5.60 a ton, as pro-
vided in the committee amendment. The Senator from New
Mexico offered an amendment to strike out $5.60 per ton and
Jnsert $1.50 per ton.

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing
to the amendment to the amendment of the committee.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary
proceeded to call the roll

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as before with reference to my
pair and its transfer, I vote “nay.”

Mr, McKINLEY (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] to the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nersox] and vote “ nay.”

Mr, SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ker-
1oge] to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry]
and vote “ yea.”

Mr, WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, OvErMAN],
which I transfer to the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. STAN-
riern] and vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded,

Mr. BALL (after having voted in the negative).
senifor Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, McNary in the chair).
That Senator has not voted,

Mr. BALL. I transfer my general pair with that Senator to
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr, pu Poxr], and let my
vote stand.

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DiniNcHAM] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass]:

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FErNaALD] with the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. JoxNes];

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. New] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epege] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN];

The junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WirLis] with the senior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] ;

The Senator from Arizona [Mr, CamEroN] with the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. Warsox];

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsox] with the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. WirLrams]; and

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FrRELINGHUYSEN] with
the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH].

Mr. COLT. Making the same announcement as on the former
vote, I vote “ nay.”

The resnlt was announced—yeas 15, nays 38, not voting 43,
as follows:

Has the

YEAS—16.
Ashurst La Follette Sheppard Stanley
Dial Myers Shields Underwood
Harris Pittman Bimmons Walsh, Mass.
Harrison Robinson Smith
. NAYS—38,
Ball Gooding McKinley Shortridge
Brandeges Hale Mecl.ean Smoot
Broussard Johnson McNary Spencer
Bursum Jones, Wash. Newberry Sterling
Calder Kello, Nicholson Butherland
Colt Kendrick Oddie Townsend
Curtis Ladd Page Wadsworth
Elkins Lenroot Pepper Warren
Ernst Lﬂdge Phipps
France MeCumber Rawson
KOT VOTING—43,
Borah Fletcher McKellar Reed
Cameron Frelinghuysen Moses Stanfield
Capper Gerry Nelson Swanson
Caraway Glass New Trammell
Crow Harreld Norbeck Walsh, Mont,
Culberson Heflin Norris Watson, Ga.
Cummins Hiteheock Overman Watson, Ind.
Dillingham Jones, N. Mex, Owen Weller
du Pont Keyes Poindexter Willlams
* Bdge Kin&] merene Willis
Fernald McCormick Ransdell

So the amendment of Mr. Jones of New Mexico to the com-
mittee amendment was rejected,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the committee amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that we now take up paragraph 214,
page 87.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The AssisTANT SpcrErTany., In paragraph 214, on page 37,

line 21, after the word “and " where it occurs the second time,

strike out “ materials, crude or advanced in condition,” and
in!:.‘ll't “ materials (crude or advanced in condition),” so as to
read :

Earthy or mineral substances wholly or partly manufactured and
articles, wares, and materials (erude or advanced in condition), com-
Pposed wholly or in chief value of earthy or mineral substunces, etc.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 1, before the
words “ per cent,” to strike out “ 21" and insert * 35,” so as to
read, “if not decorated in any manner, 35 per cent ad
valorem.”

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President,the House rate upon this
product is 21 per cent ad valorem, Under the act of 1913 it
was 20 per cent ad valorem. Under the Payne-Aldrich law
it was 35 per cent ad valorem. So that the proposition of the
Finance Committee of the Senate is simply a proposition to
restore the Payne-Aldrich rate.

Under the much lower rate of the present law a situation
has arisen with reference to this product which, I think, shows
conclusively that there is no justification for practically dou-
bling the rate. The imports have been exceedingly small. The
imports in 1914 of plain articles and ware were valued at
$90,526, and of the decorated articles and ware only $22,000.
The later statistics which are given by the Tariff Commission
show, with respect to a part of the plain article, that the im-
ports are less to-day than they were in 1914, In 1919 they
were $90,000, while in the nine months of 1921 other articles
and ware, composed of earthy or mineral substances, whether
susceptible of decoration or not, not decorated, were only
$26,000. Of other articles and ware composed of earthy or
mineral substances, whether susceptible of decoration or not,
decorated, for the nine months of 1921 there were imported
only $7,022 worth.

I believe I might just as well discuss the other rate at this
time. The other rate is increased from 28 per cent to 45 per
cent. That is really the material rate. The first is not of very
great importance ; but the second is of mueh greater importance,
because it applies to articles that are in common use. That
rate is raised from 28 to 45 per cent ad valorem. As it seems
to be impossible to separate the items, T will read with reference
to both from the Summary of Tariff Information :

Sewer plpe is salt-glazed clay gipe used for conveying water or
sewage and as conduit pipe for subsurface electric cables. Draintile
are unglazed clay pipes used for o ng the surplus water from
marshy or flooded farm lands. Fireproofing tile or block are solid or
hollow blocks of burned clay used in place of brick or concrete for walls
and floors. Combustible material, such as straw, sawdust, or coal, is
often added to the clay mix, so that the burned product is light in welght
and very porous.

That is a general description of articles which are covered
by one or the other of the rates fixed in this paragraph.

Now let me call attention to the situation with reference to
the domestic production,

The domestie industry manufactures practically the entire domestle
supply of these prodnets. All machinery and equipment are produced
or manufactured in the United States, and the domestic processes are at
least as efficient as those used in any forelgn country. Sewer pipe is
Smduu'd in heavy presses, which shape the article from a clay slug;

raintile and fireproofing block are made by forcing the clay through
a die at the discharge end of the mixing or pug mill. In thls manner
finished green tile are produced in one operation.

The - indust is widely distributed throughout the United States.
There was $70,900,000 invested therein in 1914, divided among 769
establishments manufacturing sewer pipe and draintile, and 115 estab-
lishments mﬂn11fm:!;1.1rin§l fireproofin le or block. Ohio, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Illinols, Missourl, In and Iowa are the most im-
portant producing States.

The manufacture of sewer
and continental Europe, but
ment growing out of the local steel-construction practice.

ipe and draintile originated in England
proofing tile is an American devrelop-
The manu-

"| factures of sewer pipe and draintile are local industries in all forelgn

countries, the domestic industries producing enough to satisfy the home
“’“T’;‘,‘S‘m of these articles per unit of weight is small, and the care-
ful packing ner:vssar¥ when long-distance shipments are to be mmde re-
stricts the market of the domestic plants sud practically prohibits in-
ternational shipments.

This means that we are produeing in this country all these
products that the domestic market requires; that those prod-
ucts are produced in foreign countries, but are produeced in
localities to supply the immediate demand of the locality, and
that on account of the packing that is necessary, the weight
and bulk of the article, long-distance shipments arve imprac-
ticable, and that as a result this situation practically prohibits
the international shipments.

So we have a situation where we are protected against for-
eign competition by the very conditions and eircumstances
which environ the production of the articles here and abroad.

The production of specified clay products in the United States
in specified years has been as follows:

Draintile, in 1914, $8,000,000—1I shall not read all the fizures,
but merely give the round numbers—in 1918, $8.000.000;: in
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1919, $10,000,000: in 1920, the last year for which figures are
given, $13,000,000.

_Hollow building tile or block, in 1914, $8,0Q0,000; in 1918,
$13.000,000 ; in 1919, $16,000,000 ; and in 1920, $25,000,000.

t Sewer pipe, in 1914, $14,000,000; in 1918, $15,000,000; in 1919,
$16,000,000 ; and 1920, $22,000,000.

This makes a total of $60,000.000 of products, roughly esti-
mated. That is the domestic production in 1920.

Now, what were the imports? The Tariff Commission says
no statistics are available, but the amount is negligible. _“{hy
negligible, Mr. President? The part of this Tariff Commission
report which I read a little while ago explains why. It is
because of the fact that they are produced in foreign countries
only for the purpose of supplying the local demand, and be-
cause of the nature of the article the requirements in connec-
tion with its packing and shipping are such as to make inter-
national shipments out of the guestion.

The importations, therefore, are negligible. At times small
amounts of Canadian pipe and tile are imported from plants
close to the international boundary. but those shipments from
Canada are so insignificant and so local in their character that
this great governmental sgency investigating the matter for
the purpose of ascertaining whether it was necessary and
proper to put a duty on for the protection of American products
does not attempt even to given the quantity that we received
from Canada.

I think it may be safely said, Mr. President, from the data
furnished us by the Tariff Commission when it was making
investigation for the purpose of ascertaining whether this prod-
uet, together with other products contained in the bill, was
entitled to protection, that there are no importations of the
product of any consequence, At least not sufficient to be men-
tioned. Therefore it would seem to me from that statement
that there is no necessity for impesing a duty upon the product
for the purpose of protecting American industry.

Now, let us see about the exports:

Small shipments of sewer pipe and building tile are exported to
Canada, but the amount usually is negligible,

So that because of the nature of the product our importa-
tions from our neighbor across the border are so negligible
that the Tariff Commission does not fhink it necessary to men-
tion them or estimate them, and our exports across the border
to Cavada are so negligible that they do not estimate them or
think it necessary to estimate them.

I do not wigh to annoy Senators representing the committee,
but under these circumstances T would like to have the Senator
in charge of this particular item explain to the Senate, in view
of these conditions, upon what principle they justify imposing
this rate of duty upon the article. I have understood that
these duties were imposed for the purpose of protecting an
American-produced product against a foreign-produced product
which was invading our markets and being sold at a price less
than the American product could be produced for. But here
we have a case where the American production in 1920 amounted
to nearly $60,000,000 and the imports were absolutely negligible
and the exports were absolutely negligible. If the committee
has any reason for the imposition of this duty, I would like to
hear it.

I can not myself conceive of any reason upon the statement
made by the Tariff Commission. We set up the Tariff Commis-
sion, it will be remembered, for the purpose of having these
investigations made, in order that they might furnish us the
data upon which we might determine the question of whether
we ought to give a duty for revenue purposes or protection pur-
poses or not,

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, paragraph 214 is the basket
clause. It takes all manufactured articles of earthy or mineral
substances that are not provided for otherwise in the bill. It
is true that sewer pipe falls in this paragraph. I will say
frankly that if sewer pipe were the only thing that fell within
the paragraph there would be no necessity of these rates, I
wish to call the Senater's attention to the faet, however, that
articles manufactured from feldspar fall within this paragraph.
Porcelain is made from feldspar, and some of it is very ex-
pensive, indeed. It falls under this paragraph. All items that
are not specially provided for in this schedule fall under this
paragraph. The Senator from North Carolina referred to the
Tariff Commission. I want to eall the Senator's attention to
what the Tariff Commission have said in relation to this prod-
uct, of which I have just spoken:

The domestic production of feldspar is met sofficlent to supply the
domestic market. The combined feldspar production of Canada and the
United States is equal, approximately, to one-half the world produe-
tion. Practically the entire Capadian production is d in the
United States,

In the Reynolds report is given the result of the investigation
which was made as to gas radiants, which fall under this para-
graph, The following is the result: The foreign value of each
gas radiant was 2.6 cents; the landing charge was one-tenth
of a cent; the selling price in the United States of the foreign
article was 4.2 cents. Granting a profit of 33} per cent only—
not what was probably charged upon the article itself, but just
allowing the 33% per cent—it would require a duty of 253 per
cent to equalize the foreign product and the’ produect in the
United States.

I recognize that under conditions of that kind we can mot
keep these commodities out, and I am frank to say that there
are very few of them that are ever used. Therefore it would be
unfair for me to stand here and say that there ought to be a
duty of 253 per cent, as is recommended by the Reynolds
report. Conditions do not justify any such pesition, nor has
the committee taken any such position. The position they do
take is that on the undecorated wares—that is, the great major-
ity of the articles falling within this paragraph—there shall
be a duty of 35 per cent and a duty of 45 per cent on the
decorated, giving 10 per cent differential between the plain
and the decorated.

The Senator from North Carolina refers to the faet that in
the House bill the rate on the undecorated was 21 per cent,
and that it has been increased to 35 per cent, and on the
decorated the House bill was 28 per cent, and that has been
inecreased to 45 per cent.

Of course, the Senator from North Carolina knows that the
House rate was based upon the American valuation, and the
rates which we recommended in the pending bill a% reported to
the Senate by the Comimittee on Finance are based upon the
foreign valuation. Take this item alone to which I have re-
ferred and see what a difference it would make.

Mr. SIMMONS. May I ask the Senator from Utah a ques-
tion?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. Where do the articles of which the Senator
speaks come from?

Alr. SMOOT, Most of them come from Germany, and a few
of them come from England, but, so far as the feldspar prod-
ucts are concerned, most of them come from Canada. Canada
and the United States produce at least one-half of the feldspar
products which are made in the world, and the United States
takes practically all of the feldspar produets which are made
in Canada. .

Mr. President, I do not know-whether there is any necessity
of reading any further in relation to this subject. I could read
from the report of the Tariff Commission as to the necessity of
the rates which are here mentioned and call attention to the
fact that feldspar is an important constituent of scouring soup,
and where feldspar is nsed and for what purposes: but I do
not believe it would be of any interest at all to the Senate for
me to do so.

As to this basket clause, Mr. President, no Senator can zet
up upon the floor of the Senate and say that everything which
falls within the clause should bear the exact duty for which
the basket clause provides.

Mr. SIMMONS. Can the Senator from Utah give us any idea
what falls within the basket clause? The Senator has spoken
of feldspar, which is made in Canada. I did not know until
now that it costs 45 per cent more to make feldspar in Canada
than it does in this country. I have been under the impression
that there was not very munech difference between the labor costs
and the material costs in this country and in Canada.

Mr. SMOOT. It all comes into this country.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah sayvs that we take
all the feldspar that Canada produces; that it requires the
Canadian production, together with what we produce, I sup-
pose, to supply us; but can the Senator tell me what products
other than feldspar fall under this basket clanse?

Mr. SMOOT. All products made out of earth which are not
otherwise specially provided for.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator can not specify them. If the
Senator will pardon me, as I understand, the Finance Com-
mittee undertook fo frame a scientific tariff so as to bring the
price of the foreign article when sold in this market and the
price of the domestic article up to a fair degree so as to produce
an equality of competition. I am wondering how they settled
upon what rate was necessary to bring about that equality of
competition if they did not know what articles were included
in this basket clause. How could they reach the conclusion as
to what rate was necessary unless they knew what articles
were covered. by the basket clanse? T should like to have the

Senator, if he can, tell us what articles are In this basket clause,
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and then, after he has told us that, T should like to have him
tell us, if he can, whut was the domestic selling price of that
article and what was the selling price of the foreign article in
this market, so that we may test the rate of duty which is pro-
vided for the bill and see whether it is a just and reasonable
rate or not. That is the reason I should like to have that
information, .

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the present law bears the name
of the distinguished Senator from North Carolina, and he ought
to know what articles full in the basket clause, if he thinks any-
one else onght to know. He was the father of the basket clause
in this schedule of the existing law, and I ask him why he
allowed various commodities to fall within the basket clause in
the bill framed by him?

Mr. SIMMONS. I was not endeavoring to frame a tariff bill
upon the same principle that the Senator has helped frame the
pending bill,

Mr, SMOOT. The Senator knows enough about tariff legisla-
tion to know that a basket clause not only in this schedule but
in every other schedule is a catch-all clause. It covers many
items, some of them of importance and some of them of so little
importance that statistics of them are not kept in the Treasury
Depurtment. Mr. President, a basket clause is provided =o that
if between the passage of one tariff bill and the passage of the
succeeding tariff bill an article shall come into use that was not
kuown in commerce before—and instances of that kind always
happen—it may be covered by a basket clause. The very name
“ basket clause " means that it is a catch-all elause, but no living
man can say what is goiug to fall within that basket clause. If
an industry develo

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question, if it will not offend him? .

Mr. SMOOT. Of course the Senator could not offend me;
it would be impossible for him to do so.

Mr, SIMMONS. 1 wish to say, Mr. President, that when I
was preparing the present law—and that was about 10 or 12
vears ago—I was preparing a law for revenue purposes, and
it was not necessary for me to measure things with the golden
geales with which the Finance Committee tells us they measure
the rates provided in the pending bill. We put the duties on
for revenue purposes solely, and did not measure them scien-
tifically. But let that go. The question T want to ask the
Senator——

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say fo the Senator
that from this basket clause as well as all other basket clauses
we expect to get revenue, just as the Senator expected to get
revenue under the basket clauses provided in the bill framed
by him, but no living man can say what commodities will fall
within a particular basket clause. I can tell the Senator some
of the items. :

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me ask the Senator another question,
as 1 should like fo obtain the information. The duties which
the committee is now propesing to impose include, do they not,
sewer pipe and draintiles about which I have read?

Mr. SMOOT. Every word the Senator stated in,his remarks
as to the production and consumption in the United States and
also the importations under this schedule was correct; there
is no doubt about that. I even opened my remarks by saying
that T knew that sewer pipe fell within this paragraph; but
so do many other articles manufactured or partially manufac-
tured from any kind of earth that may be known to-day or
that may be discovered and come into use between now and the
time another tariff bill shall be framed.

The Senator wants to know some of the articles that fall in
this basket. I am only going to give him a few of the A's; I
am not going to go through the list from A to Z, but really
it iz so important that I think the Senator ought to know some
of the articles.

The first is actinolite;
teeth

Mr, SIMMONS.
article is?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsHURST in the chair).
Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from North
Carolina?

Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not wish to yield at this time; I
want the Senator from North Carolina to get the information
for which he is asking.

Myr. SIMMONS. I merely want the Senator to tell what the
first article he read is.

Mr, SMOOT, Of course, when I give the Senator the in-
formation, then he wants another explanation. I know the
Senator has got to take up one hour of fime until the Senator
from New Mexico returns, and he wanfs me to help him out,
and T am going to do so for just a few moments, and-then I

then adamantine; then artificial

Mr. President, may I inguire what the first

am going to quit. T think I named artificial teeth. T think
the American people, Mr, President, arve going to suffer greatly
because of the fact that a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem is
imposed on artificial teeth. I can see ruin overspreading the
country from one end to the other because it is proposed to
place a duty of 35 per cent on artificial teeth.

Then there is ayrstone; but, Mr. President, I am not going to
take any more of the time of the Senate. I want to say that
under this paragraph we have given the same rates on the
basket clause that were given in the Payne-Aldrich bill, as the
Senator says. There is no question at all about that. We do not
deny it. We say frankly that that is what has been done, and
no living man can say what will fall under this paragraph
during the life of this bill,

Mr. McOUMBER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that when the Senate closes its session on this calendar day it
recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ohjection?
hears none, and it i so ordered.

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr, President, a
quiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please siate if.

Mr. POINDEXTER. What is the question now?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendment in line 1, page 38.

Mr, POINDEXTER. 1 should like to ingunire how many
times the Senator from North Cavolina has spoken on this
subject ?

My, SIMMONS. T have spoken once, I will answer
Senator. Deoes the Senator desire to cut me off in my youth?

Mr, POINDEXTER. No; nof at all. I really am just inguir-
ing for information. I am sure the Senator does not want to
delay action upon the matter.

Mr, SIMMONS. No.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I intended rather to direct the ingniry
to the Senator from Utal.

Mr. SIMMONS. The very last thing [ would do would be to
delay action on this particular item.

Mr, President, the Senator from Utah has furnished me with
a list of six different things that he says are in the basket
clause. I do not know that [ ever heard of any one of them
except artificial teeth. I should like to Inquire of the Senator
if there is anything in the hearings that shows the difference
between the foreign selling price of these five articles and the
American selling price in the American market? If there is no
evidence of that sort, I should like to ascertain from the Senator
from what source he derived the information necessary to en-
able him to make this scientific tariff upon the principle upon
which we have been told that it was made?

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator where he can get it, but
really I do not think we care to answer any more questions.
If the Senator will get Vandegrift's * United States Tariff ™
and look in that volume, he will find the items falling under
each of the paragraphs.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does it give the selling price in this market
of the foreign and domestic articles?

Mr, SMOOT. Oh, no.

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what I wanted to get at.

Mr. SMOOT. The existing law, as I remember, is paragraph
81, and the Senator can find not only these but a great many
otherarticles there,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr, President, to be serious about this mat-
ter, in the Tariff Commission Summary that we are furnished
here I suppose they intended to include the various and sundry
items that come in under the basket clause. They have five
different tables of things that come in under the basket clause;
and I find that the total amount of imports of those five par-
ticular things for the nine months of 1921 was somewhere
around $65,000 only. The imports of these n. & p. f. items about
which the Senator makes so much contention were absolutely
negligible.

But, Mr. President, suppose we were to assume, suppose I
should concede, that there was some justification for these dufies
upon the specific articles of which the Senator has given me a
list here as coming under the basket clause. Suppose I were
to concede, I say, that the difference in the selling price here in
this market of the foreign and the domestic products was such
as to justify a duty of 45 per cent as to them, The Senator
admits that sewer pipe and drainage tiles are also included in
this item and subject to this duty.

Mr. SMOOT. Thirty-five per cent.

Mr. SIMMONS, Thirty-five per cent duty. I have shown,
and the Tariff Commission’s report shows, that the domestic pro-

The Chair

parliamentary in-
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duction of these items is about $60,000,000, and that there are no
imports, or no imports to speak about.

Mr. SMOOT. There will not be, as far as the interior of the
country is concerned.

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator felt that it was necessary for
him to include these specific items that he says come in under
the basket clause, I want to ask him why he included sewer
pipe and drainage tile, the domestic production of which amounts
to $60,000,000, and there are no imports? Why does the Senator
want to put a duty of 35 per cent upon those items? The Sena-
tor has not undertaken to justify his duty of 35 per cent upon
sewer pipe and drainage tile. He has only undertaken to justify
it upon these specific items that I suppose nobody except some
scientist ever heard of before, ouiside of artificial teeth. I
will admit, for the purpose of argument, that he had some jus-
tification for imposing a duty upon those basket-clanse items,
but the other two items are tenfold more significant than all of
those put together, namely, the item of sewer pipe and the item
of drainage tile. They are used by all the people of this coun-
try—farmer, merchant, householder, everybody—and I have
shown to the Senator that with a domestic production of $60,-
000,000 last year there were no imports and no exports, and yet
under this clause the Senator wants to impose a duty of 35 per
cent upon those articles. I say it is an outrage upon the people
of this country who use these articles to impose any such rate
as that upon them.

But, Mr. President, I do not wish to take up the time of the
Senate. I am anxious to have a- vote upon this question, and
I ask now that we have a vote. Before the vote is taken on the
committee amendment, T move to strike out, in line 1 of the
Senate committee amendment, “ 385" and to insert *20.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY, On page 38, line 1, in the amend-
ment of the committee, in lien of the sum proposed to be in-
cluded by the committee, “ 35, it is proposed to insert “ 20.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina to the
amendment of the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The VICKE PRESIDENT. The guestion now is on the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com-
mittee will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 38, line 2, it is propesed
to strike out “28” and insert *45,” so as to read:

If decorated, 45 per cent ad valorem,

Mr, SIMMONS, T move to strike out “45"” and insert “ 20.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to the
amendment of the committee,

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The gquestion now is on agreeing
to the committee amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. On page 38, line 4, the commit-
tee proposes to strike out “15" and insert “20,” so0 as to
read:

Gas retorts, 20 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, I do not think it will re-
quire more than a few moments to dispose of this paragraph.

The rate proposed by the House on gas retorts is the same
as that provided in the act of 1909, and I do not know that that
rate is excessive; but to-the latter clause, “ and magnesia clay
supporters, consisting of rings, rods, and other forms for gas
mantles, 35 per cent ad valorem,” the committee proposes an
amendment striking out * 35" and inserting in lieu thereof “ 50.”

Nothing in the information furnished the Senate justifies
these increases. While the figures on production of these
articles are not available, the information furnished by the
Tariff Commission is to the effect that practically all of the
retorts used in the United States are of demestic manufacture,
The imports are stated to be small. In 1914, 455 retorts were
brought in, valued at $17,627. In the year following approxi-
wately one-third of the number imported in 1914 came in,
namely, 152 retorts. As to the tariff proposed on materials for
gas mantles, the ad valorem rate of 50 per cent appears to be
neither necessary nor justified,

1 therefore move to amend the committee amendment by
striking out “ 20" and inserting in lieu thereof “10.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the
committee.

The amendment to the amendmnent was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the committee was, on page 38, line
5, after the words “lava for burners” and the comma, to
insert 10 cents per gross and 15 per cent ad valorem” and a
semicolon.

Mr. ROBINSON, I move to strike out “15," in line 5, and
insert “ 5" in liéu thereof, .

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The amendment of the committee was agreed to.

The next amendwent of the committee was, on page 38, line
7, to strike out “35™ and insert “50,” so as to read:

And magnesin elay supporters, consisting of rings, rods, and other
forms for gus mantles, 50 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, ROBINSON. I have already made some comment on
thiz amnendment. Under the information furnished the Senate
there appears to be no justification whatever for it. These
articles are of common use, and the rate of 50 per cent ad
valorem is excessive, I therefore move to strike out “ 50" and
insert “ 25.”

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The amendment of the committee was agreed to.

The next amendment of the committee was, on page 39, line
11, 30 strike out “ 28" and jnsert in Heu thereof “ 50,” so as to
read :

That none of the above articles shall pay a less rate of duty than
50 per cent ad valorem,

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Jonks] is interested in this amendment.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That paragraph, together with
some succeeding paragraphs, went over last night.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator want to return to paragraph
212, providing duties on earthenware and crockery?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I was going to suggest that we
return to paragraph 212,

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that we go back to paragraph 212.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, in paragraphs
212 and 213, relating to earthenware and chinaware, there is
quite an increase in the duty. I understand that the Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] I8 prepared to give data
which he believes will justify this increase in the rate of duty
on the articles mentioned in those paragraphs. They relate to
earthenware and chinaware, something in use in every home in
the land. The increase is very material, and the commodities
are produced very largely in the State of New Jersey. I am
sure the Senator from New Jersey would like to have something
to say in justification of what the committee proposes,

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, before we proceed to that
I want to ask the Senator from Arkansas if we can agree, with-
out any debate on it, to reconsider the vote by which the com-
mittee amendment in line 7, page 238, was agreed fo.

Mr. ROBINSON. That is agreeable to me.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the amendment in paragraph
215, page 38, line T, where the committee proposed to strike out
“35" and insert in lieu thereof “ 50" as the duty on magnesia
clay supporters, be disagreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objectlon to reconsidering
the vote by which that amendment was agreed to? The Chair
hears none, and it is reconsidered.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 ask for a vote on the matter now, and
request that the Senate disagree to the committee amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON. I shall support the motion which the Sena-
tor from North Dakota now makes. As I stated a few moments
ago, I do not believe the higher rate provided by the committee
amendment is justified by any facts which appear in the record.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr, McCUMBER. Now, I ask that we return to page 36,
paragraph 212,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, ihe considera-
tion of that paragraph will be resumed.

The amendments of the Committee on Finanee to paragraph
212 were, on page 36, line 8, before the word * plain ™ where it
occurs the first time, to strike out “if ; in line 12, before the
words “ per cent,” to strike out the figures 25" and to insert
“45": in the same line, before the word * painted,” to strike
out “if"; in line 13, after the word “ printed,” to sirike out
“or ornamented ™ and to insert “ ornamented,” and at the De-
ginning of line 16, before the words “ per cent,” to strike out
“928" and insert * 50,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Par. 212, Earthenware and crockery ware composed of a nonvitrified
absorbent body, including white granite and semiporcelain earthenware,
and cream-colored ware, and stoneware, including cloek cases with or
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without movements, pill tiles, plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases,
stutues, statuettes, mugs, cups, steins, lamps, and all other articles
composed wholly or in chief value of such ware; tp‘lnln white, plain
yellow, plain brown, plain red, or plain black, not painted, colored,
tinted, stained, enameled, gilded, printed, ornamented, or decorated in
any manner, and manufactures in chief value of such ware not speciag!v
provided for, 45 per cent ad valorem ; painted, colored, tinted, stained,
enameled, gilded, printed, ornsmented, or decorated in any manner, and
wanufactures in chief value of such ware, not specially provided for,
o0 per cent ad valorem.
~ Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, if is true that the
pottery industry is a large industry in my State, but it is not
confined to my State alone. It extends into Ohio, West Vir-
ginia, New York, and other States, and lhas grown to very
large proportions.

Paragraphs 212 and 213 are both related more or less to the
eéntire pottery industry, and at the present time, owing to the
low labor costs and low exchanges in Germany and C'zecho-
slovakia, as well as to the low wages in Japan, the custom-
house invoices show that it ig necessary to have the duties laid
in these paragraphs. The information on this subject is all
contained in an analysis made by customhouse appraisers,
which T will submit later.

As T understand it, the Senator from New Mexico has very
little or no pottery industry in his State. But I understand
he has been making a study of these two schedules, and I am
anxious fo get his views, The committee have very carefully
examined comparable prices in the competitive countries, and
feel that these rates should be imposed, and that they are
fairly adequate.

We submit these paragraphs to the Senate, and T should like
to hear the Senator’s views as to why he thinks the rates are
too high or too low. The industry in New Jersey thinks that
they are too low, but I should like to hear from the Senator, in
view of the study he has made, and therefore I give way to him.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the remarks of
the Renator from New Jersey are in keeping with what is evi-
dently the settled purpose of the majority of this body, espe-
cially the majority of the Finance Committee. From the time
we started into an investigation of this biil there evidenily has
;mem @ deliberate purpose to prevent an investigation of these
tems,

I believe at this time I shall call attention to what appears to
be the spirit prevailing in this Chamber. This morning's Wash-
ington Post, in its principal editorial, eriticized the Senate for
its course upon this bill, It criticized both sides of the Cham-
ber, The editorial reads, in part:

The situation in the Senate at this moment constitutes an indictment
of the good sense of the Republican Party, At this moment, when Con-

ress is nnder the fire of criticism and the record of the Republican
arty is under scrntiny, when millions of voters are making up thelr
miods on the evidence presented, the Hepublicans of the Benate are
makiog a record of absenteeizm and neglect of public business that will
surely return to plague them.

The tarif bill is before the Senate, It should either be passed or
defeated. The debate upon the measure is half-hearted on the part of
thet;!epuhllt.‘ans and of a filibustering character on the part of Demo-
CTALS.

AMr, President, T think it is quite true that the debate on this
bill, so far as the Repunblicans are concerned, is half-hearted.
Apparently no one on the other side of the Chamber is willing
to gzet up voluntarily and defend the bill or any of the items
in it. So far as the flibustering is concerned, I deny it. We
have been tryving to bring out the facts regarding this bill,
and that they should be brought out is demonstrated by what
has occurred here time and again,

In paragraph 210 of this bill, a paragraph which relates to
the cheapest kind of pottery, the cheapest kind of tableware,
the Finance Committee has brought in a recommendation of
rates about twice as high as the rates under existing law.
There was not only no justifieation for it, but the committee
itself finally receded from what it did and went back practically
to the rates under existing law.

I want to call attention to that particular item because it
is in connection with the subject which we are to discuss to-
night. It is a paragraph of this bill which relates to a tax
upon common earthenware, the commonest kind of tableware.
They increased the present rate by 100 per cent, and yet no one
catue on this floor to justify what they had done.

Not only was there no justification for it, but the evidence
before the committee itself, from the witnesses in the industry,
from one side of this country to the other, in their deliberate
testimony upon an investigation of the Tariff Commission,
showed that they did not want any increase in these duties,
. That testimony was before the committee. It came from a

sonrce on which the committee relies, or pretends to rely gen-
erally in the framing of this bill. Regarding that part of the
indusiry, I read from page 20 of the Tariff Commission's report

on this pottery industry. This gives a summary of what was
said by the witnesses, who were manufaeturers of the items in-
cluded in paragraph 210.

The manufacturers of jars, jugs, stone churns, and flower
pots of Lonisville said there was no competition from imported
ware, .

Peters, Zanesville, manufacturers of flower pots, jardinieres,
vases, fern pots, window boxes, and hanging baskets, said, * We
do not know of imported ware in direct competition.”

Lowry, Roseville, Ohio, manufacturers of baking and pudding
pans, cooking kettles, coffee pots, meat roasters, and pie pans,
said they did not know of any competition.

From Evansville, Ind., stoneware food containers and house-
hold specialties, nothing imported competitive.

From a manufacturer of stoneware jars, jugs. fruit Jjars,
water filters, chambers, filling pots, and Indiun vases the wit-
nesses said there was no competition. Then, from Fort Worth,
Tex., stoneware generally, they said: * We do not know of any
imported goods sold in competition with our line.”

So on through that line under paragraph 210, and, notwith-
standing the evidence before the committee, the committee
brought in here an increase of 100 per cent in the duty. That
shows the credence which we should give to a mere suggestion
of the commitiee. But the Senator from New .Jersey wants to
content himself with saying that the committee has considered
this thing, that the commiitee has recommended these rates.
I submit that no Senator has any right, under the evidence
which has appeared heretofore in the consideration of the bill,
to put any reliance nupon what the committee recommends, but
that we should have some reason, we should have some facts
here, to justify the proceedings.

They talk about the -Democrats filibustering against the bill.
but I deny it. We are simply trying to bring out the facts, and
T submit that the Senator from New Jersey has no right simply
to say that the committee has recommended these rates, and
therefore they should be adopted.

Not only is what I have said true regarding paragraph 210,
where the committee receded from its action in compliance with
all the testimony where it had acted in raising the rates by 100
per cent without any facts to justify them, but that has occurred
in many instances in the bill. We ean not support these rates
by the faects. and I submit that the Senator from New Jersey
is begging the question when he undertakes to come before
ns and =ay that simply because the committee recommended
these things they should be adopted.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator
Mexico yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. I yield.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will say to the distinguished
Senator from New Mexico that section 210 has been passed.
The debate is on section 212, and I had hoped we could in a
friendly way debate that parvagraph, with paragraph 213, and
get throngh. T should like to have the Senator point out
wherein he believes the rates in paragraph 212 are not appro-
priate. He has been studying them, and I think possibly he
should point that out, he being a member of the committee.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Yes; I am a member of the coni-
mittee, but the distinguished Senator from New .Jersey knows
that these rates were not put here by the committee as a whole.
He knows that they were framed in secret session by the Re-
publican members of the committee and that the Democratic
members of the committee had nothing to do with them, We
do not know the reasoning which actuated the majority of the
Finance Committee in framing the rates,

1 submit that this is a pitiable spectacle. THere is an at-
tempt to increase the taxes npon necessary articles that go into
every home in the land, and the commiftee undertakes to im-
pose this duty without even a suggestion of a reason for it
I submit, Mr, President, that they who will use the great tax-
ing power of the Government, who will pur a burden upon the
people of the land that will affect every household in the land,
ought at least to give some kind of an excuse, if not a reason.

AMr. President, I believe that the evidence in the case will not
justify what has been done. In the first place, if the Senator
from New Jersey will only consider the testimony which was
submitted to the Ways and Means Committee of the House and
to the Finance Committee of the Senate he will find that the
rates proposed by the commiftee are higher than those engaged
in the industry asked. I suppose that somebody made a request
of the Finance Committee to put these duties where they are,
but it so happens in this case that the leader in the industry
did not request duties as high as the Finance Committee pro-
poses,

from New
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There are two paragraphs here, paragraph 212 and para-
graph 213. Paragraph 212 relates to nonvitreous, nonabsorbent
earthenware product.

Paragraph 213 relates more especially to chinaware and
porcelain. On the proposition of paragraph 212, T desire to
read a little of the testimony bearing upon the question to show
on what flimsy grounds the majority members of the Finance
Committee would recommend this increase of taxation. Under
paragraph 212 the rates will be increased about 50 per cent and
under paragraph 213 not quite so much, but a very material in-
crease. Under paragraph 218 the present rate on the undeco-
rated ware is 50 per cent and on the decorated ware 55 per cent.
Under the Payne-Aldrich law the rate on the undecorated ware
was 55 per cent and on the decorated ware it was 60 per cent.
" The Finance Committee recommends 70 per cent, and this is the
kind of testimony :

George C. Dyer, representing the Sanitary Potters’ Associa-
tion, of Trenton, N, J., in speaking of sanitary ware, shows us
that the produection of that ware in the United States was
$27,000,000 per year, and that during five years there had only
been imported $40,282 worth. There we have an annual pro-
duction of $27,000,000 and a total importation for five years of
$40,000, and the only excuse given by him as to why there should
be an increase in duty was that some time prior to the war some
firm in San Franeisco made an offer to a firm in Japan for some
of this sanitary ware. None of it is being imported now, and
for five years there has been imported only $40,000 worth, while
the annual production is %27,000,000.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President—

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from
Kentucky,

Mr. STANLEY. Does not the Senator from New Mexico see
the unspeakable outrage of permitting consumers in San Fran-
cisco to buy from Japan or somewhere else, when they can get
the same thing at an exorbitant price from a trust as near to
San Francisco as some town in New Jersey? Think of it, The
market of San Francisco right at the door taken away from
them. Tt is almost unbelievable.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I must confess that a great many
people here are very much opposed to letting anything escape.
That seems to be the purpose of the bill. Whenever there is a
possibility of anything coming into this country from abroad,
the Senator from New Jersey and the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Gooning], to whom we listened this afternoon, would at once
raise the tariff barriers still higher. Their one object is to pre-
vent absolutely anything from entering the borders of the United
States of America.

The next witness in regard to this earthenware was Mr. Theo-
dore Jones, representing the wholesalers of earthenware and
china, of Boston, Mass. He submitted a brief and showed what
the imports were of the entire schedule, I may say at this point
that the chief imports under both these paragraplis are decorated
tableware. But instead of increasing they have been decreas-
ing, even the decorated ware. The proportion to the domestie
production is comparatively large, but decorated ware is a new
industry in the United States, comparatively, and that is a mat-
ter of taste more than anything else, to which I shall refer in
more defail later.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from New
Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Did I understand the Senator to
say that the imports of decorated and ornamented ware have
decreased ?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. I do.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. That is not my information.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will explain that to the Sena-
tor before I get through. I will give him the fizures on it.
What the Senator has in mind is that in dollars ilie present
importations are pretty large, They are nearly as large, if not
quite as large, as before the war. But the evidence before the
committee showed that foreign prices at the present time are
250 per cent of the pre-war prices, nand while the asmount of
importations in dollars may appear large, the actual quantity
importation is not more than one-half of what it was before
the war.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the distinguished Senator
from New Mexico realize the reason for that? -

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 1 was not undertaking to give
any reason for it. T was stating the facts.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1Is it not due to the fact that in
some of those countries they have an export price over the
domestic selling price, and that the selling price in the Ameri-
can mat}ket is much higher than the selling price in the foreign
country

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
many,

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President

Mr. JONES of New Mexico,
Kentucky.

Mr. STANLEY, It strikes me, if that be the case, that is a
better reason why it is not necessary to impose an exorbitant
duty. Senators must be intellectually sincere. I will not say
honest, but they must not blow hot and cold. One Senator gets
up and says we have got to put this duty on to prevent dumping,
the crime of selling for less abroad than st home. Another
Senator gets up and says we have got to put the duty on
because they are not dumping, that they are charging more for
goods which are sold abroad than those which are sold at home,
One or the other of the reasons is bound to be a bad reason;
both of them may be bad, but both of them can not possibly
be good,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I have heard
from the other side of the Chamber time and again reference
to the situation in Germany, and it looks to me as if this bill
were framed solely against Germany.

I hear * Germany * every day and in connection with almost
every item in the bill, and if there is anything imported from
Germany at all in connection with a schedule or coming under
a schedule we are at once frightened by the ghost of Germany.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President— .

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 1 want to say to the Senator
that now, three and one-half years after the war, Germany is
not sending to this country anything like the quantity of thesc
wares she was sending prior to the war. There is no excuse for
becoming frightened at Germany.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, T should like to ask
the distinguished Senator whether he has made an investiga-
tion as to prices in Japan, Czechoslovakia, and France?

Mr., JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, I have those
prices; I have made an investigation of them; and I will say
to the Senator that the evidence which the Senator himself had
shows that the comparable chinaware from Japan is selling in
this market to-day 23 per cent above the selling price of the
domestic product, and that as to other wares from Germany,
Czechoslovakia, and other countries there can not be found a
single article of decorated chinaware which has come to this
country from England, France, Germany, Czechoslovakia, orv
Japan but is selling in this market to-day practically above
the selling price of the domestic article. Senators on the other
side were told that by the Tariff Commission, on which they
should rely, even if they do not.

Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey is frightened
at Germany. I want to eall attention to the fact that under the
heading of earthen, stone, chinag ware, parian, poreelain, and
bhisque, not decorated or ornamented, imports are given in &
very recent compilation of our foreign trade by the Depart-
ment of Cominerce. It includes the year 1918 and the calendar
years from 1818 to 1921, inclusive, I find in looking at that
compilation that as to Germany in 1913 the kind of ware which
I have described was imported to the extent of $508,001, and
that in 1921 the importations only amounted to $306,000—only
about one-half. As I said a while ago, the price is 250 per cent
of the pre-war price, The same thing is true of the decorated
ware from Germany. Prior to the war, in 1913, Germany ex-
ported to the United States $3,2385,517 worth, but in 1921 she
exported only $1,902,320 worth; and yet Senators on the other
side of the Chamber talk about this country being flooded with
importations from Germany. !

If Germany has all this cheap Iabor and cheap power and
cheap material, and the prices are higher in this country, why
does not Germany send the wares over here and get paid for
them in our gold at the prevailing high prices? Senators
may talk about the difference in exchange or other conditions,
but the proof of the pudding is in the eating. If Germany
can do fhese things, why, three and one-half years after the
war, is she do doing them?

So with everything else which is discnssed in connection with
Germany. Last year the imports from Germany into the United
States amounted only to about $90,000,000. Our exports to Ger-
many amounted to nearly $400,000000. If Germany can do
these things, why is she not doing them? That, however, is the
ghost which rises here every time any of the paragraphs is
mentioned. We are told how cheap labor is in Germany; we
are told about the low gold value of the German mark. Sena-
tors on the other side talk about all these things, about what
Germany theoretically may do; but Germany is not doing them
and it is now three and a half years since the close of the war.
When is Germany going to do them? Is that what Senators
on the other side want the people of this country to understand—

The Senator has in mind Ger-

I yield to the Senator Crom
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that under these facts they are mow engaged in passing into
law the highest tariff bill ever known to this country and that
they are doing it because over in Germany there is a depreciated
mark and cheap labor? Whatever the facts may be as to that,
they are not interfering with the United States market, and
every bit of German decorated ware which is coming into the
United States is selling to-day in the American market for a
higher price than is the comparable domestic article,

Mr. President, 1 desire to read just a little from the testi-
mony of Mr. W. H. Wells, of Newell, W, Va., representing the
United States Potters’ Association, He was asked by Mr.
GREEN :

Has the priece of china advanced in the last

Mr. WeLLs. About 15 per cent in a year, I

Mr, TuEADWAY. How much in Years

Mr., WeLLS. One hundred and eleven per cent is what our records
show in our factories.
mh!r. TrEaDWAY. I think my records would confirm that—what I have

to pay.

Mr. (.-Pnnx. The reason I_asked you that question was that ome of
the importers who testified here said that the reason that the imports

m China and Japan in the 10 months ending Oectober 20 had more
than doubled was largely owing to the increase of !u'lce.

Mr. WeLLs. Both the foreign and American prices have increased
considerably in the last year.

Mr, GREEN. The imports were about two and one-half.

Mr. WeLL8, That is right, within one year, 1 think that is from
1914 until now.

Mr. GrEEN. You misunderstood me. T am speaking of the inerease
in value ig In&mn for the 10 months ending in October, There would
be about a million and a half imported in 1919, the 10 months ending
October, 19819, and $1,300,000 worth imported in the 10 months ending
October, 1920,

Mr. WELLS. I have not, of course, undertaken to cover the entire
ground, but there is jnst this I want to say, that we are having no
demand now for our goods. We have had more cancellations in the
last three months than we have taken new business. But the American
potters were so far behind that we are still buslly employing all our
people on orders that have remained with us 6, 8, 10, and 12 months.

Mr. OLDFIELD. Are you reducing wages?

Mr. WeLLS. We have not.

® - L 1

ear ?
ould say.

- -

The CHAIRMAN., What rates do you recommend?

Mr, WeLLS. I make a recommendation that the Payne rate be
stored, and until Germany and Austria get back into that market
will be sufficicnt to protect us, at least against England and nee.
They have always been honorable competitors. We have divided up
this market without gquarreling.

There, Mr. President, was the representative of the pot-
ters' assoeiation, who said that the Payne-Aldrich rate would
be sufficient; but the highest rate under the Payne-Aldrich law
was 60 per cent, while the committee comes here with a recom-
mendation of T0 per cent—10 per cent higher than the rate for
which the president of the pofters’ association asked.

Mr, President, I think we may very well examine this ques-
tion for the purposé of ascertaining whether or not there is any
Jjustification for any increase over the present rate. Mark you,
there are three paragraphs in this bill which relate to the pot-
tery industry ; in fact, four; including a blanket clause, to which
I shall refer later on. The industry must be considered as a
whole because it is not figured out by any of these interests as
to what the different articles of ware cost. That fact is not
known. When they burn a kiln of the wares it may contain
different kinds of articles. They will, perhaps, burn a kiln to
one stage and ultimately secure different kinds of finished wares.
They may put some of it into another kiln and burn that to
another stage and secure another finish or another glaze,
and then have it decorated, and then burm it again into a dif-
ferent kind of ware. So it is not possible to tell what is the
cost of the different kinds of ware. We do not know.

The information is not furnished; but there is one thing we
can do: We can examine the industry as a whole and see
whether or not the industry is suffering, and from that we can
tell' whether or not existing duties are sufficient, whether or
not the trade is being swamped with importations from other
countries. These facts we can ascertain. They are in this
record. They come from official sources, and I submit that
they have all been ignored by the majority of the Finance Coum-
mittee—either ignored or else treated with contempt.

Alr. President, in the first place, just as an indication of the
prosperity of the industry, I have here a list of the income-tax
returns for this industry for the pre-war period, 1911, 1912, and
1013. It shows the invested capital, net income, gross sales,
and cost of gonds reported in corporation returns for pre-war
period 1911, 1912, and 1913, and 1918, 1919, and 1920. Here is
what we gather from it:

That in the years 1911, 1912, and 1913 all these concerns had
an average net income on their invested capital of 11.12 per
cent; in 1918 of 25.59 per cent; in 1919 of 24.3 per cent; and
in 1920 of 32.76 per cent.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President——-

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUTHERLAND in the chair).
Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the: Semator from-
New Jersey?

L L]

Te-
it

Mr. JONIS of New Mexico. I yield to ihe Senator.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, From what autherity is the Sena-
for reading?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. I am reading from a: certified
statement from the Treasury Department of the United States.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What is the nature of it?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It is just what I said in the

beginning,

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Treasury Department
issue statements on incomes of companies?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. This sheet complies with the
law on the subject, and the Senator from New Jersey has seen
a great many of just such sheets. The names of the com-
panies are not given here, but they are numbered.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Then the Senator is reading from
the income-tax returns of certain companies engaged in the
pottery industry. Is that true?

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. That is true.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. May I ask the Senator how he can
distinguish the companies that are engaged in manufacturing
the product which is protected under these two paragraphs,
212 and 213? Is this return confined to those two items? Does
the Senator claim that the returm on the indusiries that are
protected under these two items is 32 per cent, or does it not
include all of the pottery industry?

I know the Senator wants to be fair——

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do want to be fair.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. And I want, also, to have the fig-
ures accurate and identified properly. 1 should like to ask the
Senator if be is sure that those returns cover the industries
that are protected under these two items, or do they cover all
of the pottery industry, the other industries, too?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President; if the Senator
thinks such information as this is important, may I ask him,
when he decided to inerease the duty on these wares, whether
he ascertained the financial condition of the companies that
were producing these wares?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 have general information, and I
have some specific information, too; but I am asking the Sen-
ator a question, and I am asking it in all fairness, The Senator
has quoted certain figures coming from the Treasury Depart-
ment—the income-tax returns; which 1 had supposed were privi-
leged—Dbut nevertheless he is offering for the record these re-
turns, and he is claiming that for the year 1920, I think he
stated, the average profits were 32 per cent. That is not my
information on the industries covered in paragraphs 212 and
218, and I am asking him if he is sure that those returns cover
the industries that are protected under these two paragraphs?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will read just what it says:

Statistical division, income-tax unit. Manufacturers of chinaware
and earthenware.

That is the heading,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then it does. The Senator claims
that it does cover them?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That is what it says on its face.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is it for 19207

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 1920,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Has the Senator the 1921 figures?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Noj; they are not out yet, as the
Senator must know.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. As I understand the 1921 figures,
the reports have been made by the companies and the profits
are very much less this year, and I understand that in 1920 they
do not show an average profit of 32 per cent.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, if they are less
for 1921, it is not because of any importation, because the goods
have not been coming in here. It must be attributed to some
other cause.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I am informed that
in 1921, in the case of one of the oldest and one of the largest
‘companies engaged in the manufacture of chinaware, the aver-
age profit was only 9.6 per cent; and I understand that in 1921
the profits on the china and earthen ware did not run much
over 10 per cent.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, all I know about
their earnings is derived from this income-tax report, which
gives the earnings for 1911, 1912, and 1913, the three pre-war
years, as well as for 1918, 1919, and 1920; and I will give the
Senator some figures which are at least corroborative of that
regarding some other years. We are trying to find out, in the
first place, whether or not this industry is poverty stricken, and,
in the next place, what caused it if it is. So far as I have
been able to get any information, it {s not poverty stricken, in
the first place, and we will find out before we get through that
their business has not been interfered with by any importations
of earthenware or chinaware,
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Mr, President, I have here another statement regarding the
poitery industry which comes from the Census Bureau. The
Burean of the Census makes an examination of these manufac-
turing industries once each five years. We have the data re-
garding the pottery industry for the year 1914 and the year
1910, and from that we get a good deal of information. It is
troe that the year 1919 was just after the war; it was a pros-
perous year; but we have the fizures for the year 1014 also,
It will be reealled that during the war the pottery indusiry
was somewhat restricted in its ontput; that it was necessary
for the Government to conserve fuel, and so its business was
somewhat handicapped during the war, and that handicap ex-
tended even bevond the war, and the industry was not unduly
built up by reason of the war.

Here is what we find from an examination of those two census
reports, the one for 1914, the other for 1919:

The capital stock of the concerns engaged in that industry
in 1014 was $44,704,081,

In 1919 the capital stock had increased to $66,757,970, and my
information is that that increase in capital from $44,000,000 to
$66,000,000 was made up from surplus earnings in the business
during the five years,

In 1914 the value of the product turned out by these potteries
wits 836,942,666,

Tu 1919 it was $77,000,000, in round numbers,

We have here the cost of manufacture.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr, President——

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Does not that include articles that
are in other schedules?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.
the entire pottery industry.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.
15 being the entire income,

My, JONES of New Mexico.
produet turned out:

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But $26.000,000, as I am informed,
iz represented in these two paragraphs, =

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not so understand.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. May I ask the Senator another
question, in order that it may 2o in the record? 1 presume he
submits these figures for the record.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I did not know whether I would
buriden the record with them or not.

My, FRELINGHUYSEN. T should like to ask the Senator
whether, in the net income on ecapital invested of 327G per
cent, the taxes are dedueted, and whether he claims that that is
net profit or net income?

My, JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, I assnme that
the taxes are not deducted, because those fizures are evidenily
the items on which the tax is ealculated.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Then the Senator's claim is that
the net income from the business is 32 per cent, and that is
not net earnings, and he does not know what the net earnings
are, what the percentage of earnings is on the capital?

AMr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. I'resident, if the Senator is
simply figuring on some basis for deducting income taxes, I
will give it to him in the paragraph which T am going to read.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN, I am asking the Senator what he
considers the net return for dividend purposes, the net earn-
ings on the eapital invested in the pottery business under the
figures he has presented to the Senate.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It would be the amount 1 gave,
less the income tax, whatever it was,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Of course, there is interest on
bonds and mortgages and other fixed charges which probably
are not deducted.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico., That is the return upon the in-
vested eapital as defined in the revenue law of the country, and
any mannfacturer will understand what that means.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then, if the corporation tax was
20 per cent in that year the net income would be 16 per cent
instead of 32 per cent.

My, JONES of New Mexico. Yes:; but the corporation tax is
never anything like that, as the Senator very well knows.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The corporation tax and other
expenses I should have said. I presume the interest on bonds
i= not deducted from that.

Mr, JONES of New Mexico. Certainly it is. That is the
net income. The Senator knows these concerns are authorized
to deduct the interest on their bonded indebtedness.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Then, the corporation fax being 10
per cent——

Ar. JONES of New Mexico, Buot the corporation tax is not
10 per cent.

Yes; Mr. President, this inclndes
The Senator speaks of $T7.000.000

No; that is the value of the

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., What is it?

Mr, SMOOT. It is 10 per cent.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico, No; it is not.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Was not the corporation tax 10
per cent?

Mr. JONES of New Me#ico. The Senator speaks of the in-
come tax now. I beg the pardon of the Senator from Utah.
We were thinking of different things. It is true that the income
tax is 10 per cent of the net earnings, but it is not 10 per cent
in a way to reduce that 32 per cent fo 22 per cent. It is 10 per
cent of the total amount of the net earnings.

Now, let us look into this guestion a litile further. If the
Senator has any definite information that these figures for 1914
relate only to the manufacture of articles coming within para-
graphs 212 and 213, I should like to have him give the authority
for the statement, That is not my information. My informa-
tion is that these figures relate to the whole industry, as shown
by the veport of the Department of Commerce on the subject.
If T am wrong about it, of course I want to be corrected,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Senator claim that the
lngustm' is covered under these two items, paragraphs 212 and
213?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. What T elaim is fhat the whole
pottery industry is covered here for both years, 1914 and 1919.
The Senator from New Jersey stated a while ago that the
fizures 1 have for 1914 relate only to the two paragraphs of the
bill. My information is otherwise,

AMr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What does the Senator claim the
total income for 1914 to have been?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The net profit of the industry
that year was $5,224,237,

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. I mean the total production.

My, JONES of New Mexico. The total production amounted
to $36.942,606.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator. of course, is includ-
ing in those figures practically $20,000,000 of production that
is not contained in these paragraphs?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I said in the beginning that you
could not segregate the costs under one paragraph from the
costs under another: that you have to take into consideration
the entire pottery industry.

Alr, FRELINGHUYSEN. I claim that you can segregate the
figures as to production, and I have them segregated. If the
Senator wants the figures, I will give them to him!

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am now using some official
data furnished us by the Bureau of the Census, for whatever il
is worth. There are other figures, of course, as to the amount
of the production of the different kinds of commodities, but
they are not brought together in this form. I am using these
figures for what they arve worth, for the purpose of showing
that the pottery industry of this country is not in dire distress;
that it is not something which ought to be put upon the charity
of the country; that it is not something for which there should
be a special tax levied upon every human being in this country.
1t is a profiteering industry, and the last year for which we have
any information it profiteered beyond all other years, At the
height of its profiteering, the Finance Committee comes in and
wants to increase the taxation on the country for the benefit of
this industry and increase the rate beyond what the high
officials of the companies themselves say they want.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator has not shown that
this industry is a profiteering industry. I know the conditions
of the pottery industry in my State, and I know that their
profits are not large. The Senator has presented figures show-
ing a net income of 32 per cent in one of the most prosperous
yvears the industry has ever known.

Mr., JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I decline to yield
further. I kindly invited the Senator from New Jersey to pre-
sent his case first, 1 supposed he knew what he was doing, I
supposed he had evidence which would justify these rates. He
declined to present it. and now he is nndertaking to say that
he knows the facts about the matter. Does he want us to
understand that the majority of the Finance Commitiee makes
these recommendations simply because of what the Senator
from New Jersey knows? What he knows is not evidence in
this case,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If the Senator will not yield, of
course I ean not reply to him.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I prefer not to yield at this time,
but I hope that before we get through.the Senator from New
Jersey will present some evidence at least to furnish a reason-
able excuse for what the majority of the Finance Committee
proposes. I have been unable to find it in the record in this
case. 1 will not decline to yield for a question or any short
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explanation. I shall be very glad to have any questions from
the Senator from New Jersey, or any other Senator.

Here is what we have concerning the business of this indus-
try in 1914. I will read the round figures. Capital, $44,000,000;
value of product, $36,000,000; cost of material and freight,
£9,000,000 ; rent of pewer and cost of fuel, $2,750,000; rent of
factory, $42,564; Federal tax and State tax, $271,562; total
cost, excluding salaries and wages, $12,345,000; profits before
deducting salaries and wages, $24,586,000.

Then we have given the distribution of the salaries and wages.
The salaries of the officers amounted to $1,662,061. The salaries
of superintendents and managers are included in that sum,
amounting to 6.6 per cent of the total income of the concern.
They paid to clerks, stenographers, salesmen, and so forth,
$1.084,000; to wage earners, $16,666,000. Net profits, $5,224,000

That was in 1914. In 1919 the capital had been increased to
more than $66,000,000, and, as I am advised, without the invest-
ment of a dollar, representing an accumulation of surplus. The
value of the product was §77,000,000. The cost of the material
and freight was $15,000,000. The rent of power and cost of fuel
amounted to $5,000000. The rent of the factory was $162,000.
"~ The Federal tax was $2,220,000, and the State tax $457,000. The
total cost, excluding salaries and wages, was §23,000,000. The
profits, before deducting the salaries and wages, were $51,000,000.

Now as to the distribution. The salaries of officers, not in-
cluding superintendents, managers, and so forth, were $2,005,432,
Back in 1914 the salaries of officers, superintendents, and man-
agers, all combined, amounted to $1,600,000, but in 1919 the sal-
aries of officers alone ameunted to over $2,000.000, and of the
superintendents $1.833.665, making a total in 1919 paid as sal-
aries of officers, superintendents, and managers of $3,929.007,
nearly $4,000,000. In 1914 those officers and superintendents re-
ceived only $1,622,000, an increase of more than $2,000,000 per
annum for the officers, superintendents, and managers.

Now I give another significant item. They increase the wages
and this is what happened. In 1914 there were 26,705 wage
earners. They received $16,666,330, which was 67.8 per cent of
the value of the product. This is the one industiry which has, T

believe, the highest labor cost of any of the industries, and that

is why it has in the past appealed for a high protection upon
this industry; but now, when the industry prospers, what hap-
pens? Do they give the benefit of that increase in prosperity
to these laboring men? In 1914, when the pottery industry was
only reasonably prospering, the wage earners received 67.8 per
cent, but in 1919, when these officers and superintendents were
receiving these extraordinary salaries, the wage earners re-
celved only 58.3 per cent of the value of the product.

Another thing, Mr. President. The net profits of these concerns
in 1919, before taxes paid, were $17,682,030, which amounted to
Jjust about 24 per cent on their invested capital. That 24 per
cent was profit, after paying for material, after paying rent and
fuel, wages and salaries. Seventeen million dollars and more
of profit, 24 per cent! That was in 1919. That was just after
the war. But from the official reports as fo the income tax re-
turn in 1920 their net earnings subject to taxation for income
purposes had increased more than 32 per cent, and no one will
believe that they padded their returns for taxation purposes.

Mr. President, that is some additional evidence as to the pros-
perity of these concerns. As I said in the beginning of my
remarks, we can not tell what is the cost of a set of dishes, we
can not tell what is the cost of a certain design of sanitary
ware, It is in the pottery industry, and we can only tell
whether it needs protection or not by considering two things:
First, whether the concern is prosperous or not, and, second,
whether the American market is being flooded with imports or
not. I have given this evidence as to the prosperity of the
concern. I expect now to take up the question of the importa-
tions, the character of the business, where the competition
comes in, and to look at the economic surroundings of the
industry.

Mr. President, it is now after 10 o'c¢lock, and I understand
that it is not designed to continue the session much longer. If
agreeable to all parties, I 'shall be glad to yield the floor for
the evening and resume at this point to-morrow morning,

HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

The bill (H. R. 9527) to amend section 5136, Rev;sed Statutes
of the United States, relating to corporate powers of associa-
tions, so as to provide succession thereof until dissolved, and
to apply s=aid section as so amended to all national banking
associations, was read twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

ADDRESS BY THE VICE PRESIDENT.

Mr. RAWSON. Mr. President, T ask unanimous consent that
an address delivered by the Vice President before the General
Board of Education of the Presbyterian Church at Des Moines,

Jowa, May 21, 1922, may be prinied in the Recorp in the regu-
lar type.

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp in S-point fype, as follows:

At Des Moines, Towa, at 8 o’clock p, m., Sunday, May 21, 1922,
before the General Board of Education of the Presbyterian
Church, Vice President Calvin Coolidge spoke as follows:

This is a convocation representative of the hope of the world.
Each morning brings us news of discontent, of sullen dsagree-
ments between those charged with different obligations in in-
dustry, of organized erime and violence in our own land, and
of disordered and threatening conditions abroad. This council
meets with the determination not to treat the apparent symp-
toms of the hour, but to remove fundamental causes. It seeks
redress for all wrong not by force of arms which might triumph
for a day. but by a force of ideals which will be supreme for
all time, It appeals from the things which are temporal to the
things which are eternal. Casting aside all else it reasserts its
relianee in the ancient faith of mankind.

This is a truly American purpose completely in harmony with
revealed destiny, This is a new land. It is the expression of

a new life, We do not deny our obligatioi to the teaching of
the Old World. It was frem that source that we derived our
civilization. It was there that the modern world made those

beginnings which have come into the strength of full maturity
in American institutions. We do not fail to prefit by it. But
we have lived by something more. We have aspired to some-
thing higher.

We do not know where ecivilization began, As far back as
the genius of man has been able to pierce the veil of the past,
he beholds an enlightened people. Not one just rising out of
savagery, but a people already risen. Nor yet a people who
have originated their own eivilization, but always one which
acknowledges that it was derived from others, But wherever
civilization appears we find it has one common characteristic,
It gathers around the altar, the tabernacle, the pulpit, in
obedience to religious rites. It is not waiting for the results
of evolution, but seeking the guide of inspiration,

We can recall the names and the times of the nations which
have arisen and for a period held dominion over the affairs of
the world. Civilization has flourished under different designa-
tions and dates, but always around the same central thought.
We can read of it and study it in the well-preserved records
of ancient Babylon. We can see a people acknowledging again
its force in the art, the poetry, and the philosophy of Greece,
We can see it putting forth a new strength in the mighty or-
ganizing power of Rome. Babylon, Greece, and Rome fell, but
civilization did not fall, Tt remained confined, but treasured,
moving within narrow limits, but with none the less power, in
the cloister, the monastery, and among the clergy, ready to
inspire missionaries, to convert nations, and to reassert itself
in the religious awakening and the revival of learning of the
late Middle Ages,

It was then that America was revealed to a waiting world.
Men had tried out the old forms of acknowledged human rela-
tionship. They had been brought into order under despotism.
They had gained the idea of a king subject to the authority of
law. They had seen the power of a parlimmentary form of gov-
ernment to restrain absolute monarchy and preserve a certiin
amount of liberty. Men had dreamed and hoped for a com-
pleter freedom wnder the guaranties of a constitution and for
self-government through legislative bodies which should be
truly representative. But these final accomplishments were left
to be the achievement of Americans, their contribution to the
welfare of mankind, their glory in the records of history.

Threugh all this there has run the never-ceasing force of civ-
flization. We do not know where it began, for we do not know
where efternity began. Seeking for it in vain in any earthiy
gource, men have always acknowledged that it has come from
above. The soul of man always responds to it. There need be
no fear that it will perish. The foundation for our faith is so
abiding that all human hands raised against it will be without
avail.

Civilization will endure. Tt will go forward. That is not the
chief concern of mankind. Tt is an established fact. It is the
great reality. The question which concerns the thought of the
worhl is whether we shall endure; whether we shall carry for-
ward civilization. Education is for the purpese of teaching men
to know their true condition, to understand what freedom is
and with what price it must be bonght, and to comprehend the
meaning of civilization.

The peculiar meaning of America is faith. Faith in the first
place in an eternal purpose. Faith in the second place in man-
kind. There are these who doubt the stability of republican
institutions. There are those who question the ability of a people
long to maintain a democracy, There are those who are not
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convinced that the world is making any real progress. They
point to the rise and fall of nations, to the slender margin
which exists between order and anarchy, and to the imperfec-
tions of government and society which éverywhere abound,
They point to the intelligence and enlightenment of the past.
We know that Democritus had a conception of the modern
atomic theory, that Bmpedocles crudely stated the doctrine of
evolution, that the art, the literature, the high ideals, the native
ability, the actual accomplishments of the ancients have not
been, and so far as we can judge will not be exceeded in kind in
any human experience. But it is not very disturbing to think
that an eternal purpese had made some progress before yester-
day. The promise of it iz that what man has done, mankind
can do. The progress of the race does not lie merely in the
intelligence, philosophy, or the art of a few, but in their pos-
session by the many, in their general acceptance. America lays
no claim to the discovery of the theory of freedom, or self-
government. Its glory lies in the ability of its people to put
those theories into practice, not merely the power to state them,
but the capacity to live up to them.

There can be no discussion of the basic theory of American
institutions which does not lead to a statement of religious be-
liefs. Government is the attempt on the part of mankind to
adjust themselves to their true relationship. The whole of his-
tory is strewn with efforts to build on the theory of class and
caste, of superior and inferior, of master and slave.

The teachings of religion and the philosophy of thinking
men both resisted this theory of human relationship. Men
could not acknowledge the eommon bond of brotherhood, the
common source of their being, and long resist the inevitable
conclusion of a common equality of rights. Buot while such a
eonclusion might be acknowledged in theory, the custom and
tradition of the Old World, the habits and long-established in-
stitutions of its people, made an almost impossible barrier to
its realization. There were wide economic differences so mnni-
fest to the senses that it was almost impossible to discern the
sgpiritual equalities. It was in the New World that these eco-
noniie differences had a great tendency to disappear. Under
the power which existed to have land merely for the taking,
the old differences in possessions began to disappear and there
was a sufficient reenforcement for the theory of equality and
freedom to make their practical application possible. Under
the stimulation of early eighteenth-century speculation about
the theory of government and under the inspiration of the teach-
ings of religion, men laid down and adopted those basic princi-
ples which are set out in our Declaration of Independence and
established in our constitutions and laws., The inalienable
right of man to life and liberty, and to be protected in the enjoy-
ment of the rewards of his own industry, which are represented
by his property, have been much thought on and much discussed
gince that day.

They all have their source in religion. The rights of man, as
man, the dignity of the i.dividual, find their justification in
that source alone, Whenever its teachings were fully admit-
ted the rest followed as a matter of course. It was religion
that eame first, then the establishment of free government.
With these there came the opporiunity for general education,
for a broader service by the institutions of higher learning,
which ushered in the age of science, resulting in the great ma-
terial prosperity which went on increasing up to the outbreak
of the Great War.

These were the iustitutions which Americans built up and
supported out of their faith in an eternal purpose and out of
their faith in mankind. No one would claim that they have yet
been brought into perfection. No one would claim that the laws
applieable to a wise and just administration of the more and
more intricate relationships nnder which we live have yet all
been discovered. No one would claim that there is, or yet ean
be, snch an administration of laws, such an observance of con-
stitutions, as to protect the Individual absolutely in all his ac-
kuowledged rights. Men are finite. They are subject to the
limitations of space and fime. Invention and science are bring-
ing them new powers, but everyone realizes that perfection lies
far away in the distance.

But the fact that there is evil abroad, that there are those who
are bent on wickedness and that their efforts oftentimes pre-
vail, that there are limitations, is no reason for losing faith in
the right., The fact that obligations may be disregarded, that
pledges may be broken, is no reasen for losing faith in honor
and integrity. There are those who argue that if government
has sometimes been a means of oppression, therefore govern-
ment should be abolished : that if property has sometimes made
its possessors selfish and eruel, therefore property should be
abolished. They argue, perhaps unconsciously, that if power
has been misused by some, power therefore should be abolished,
The plain fact is that power can not be abolished, nor can gov-

ernment and property, which are a species of power. Wherever
mankind exists these exist. Our only remedy is to regulate
their used and strengthen the disposition to employ them all,
not for oppression but for service.

This is but stating the condition into which mankind is born.
This is but recognizing those restraints which are created by
his very existence. We do not live in an imaginary life. We
live in a real life. The individual may occasionally and tempo-
rarily secure an advantage for which he has made no return,
but this is always impossible for society. Whatever it has it
must create itself. It is an entire delusion to look for a state
of freedom, a system of government, an economic organizatiomn,
under which society can be relieved from the necessity of effort.
To be the beneficiaries of civilization is not easy but hard.
Those who promise an existence of ease are not raising man-
kind up; they are pulling them down. The greater freedom
that men acquire the better government they maintain, the
higher economic condition they reach the more difficult, the more
laborious, must be their lot. It i8 not a life of ease that will
ever attract men, but the possession of power which comes from
achievement and the possession of character which is the result
of sustained effort in well-being.

There are oftentimes very great misapprehensions over the
apparent conflict between a desire for freedom and the au-
thority of the Govermmment. Perhaps the confusion arises in
part from the perfectly correct assertion that we live under a
free government. Our Government derives its power from the
consent of the people. Its authority is their authority. They
have established it. Its laws are made in accordance with the
expression of their will. But it is none the less a government,
and its authority is none the less abiding. In obeying it men do
not surrender their liberty to it, but in establishing it they pro-
lvlitgze the only source and gunaranty that there are for their

rty.

When the power of the Government ceases, or even when it
be put in jeopardy, liberty ceases with it. Those who want
their liberty to remain should support the Government as its
only source and guaranty, It is only those who are willing to
be pillaged, to see their property destroyed and their life en--
dangered, who should withdraw their support from organized
government. Liberty is purchased with liberty. There is no
choice for those who desire liberty except to go on making
such contributions, performing such services, and rendering
such obedience to the Government as will be suflicient for its
snupport.

There is a misapprehension which is very analogous in regard
to our economic relationship. When our institutions were
adopted the people were much nearer a plane of social and
economic equality than they are at the present day. The popu-
lation was for the most part rural and agricultural. They were
employed in those occupations which could be conducted en-
tirely by one individual. This gave the utmost freedom of
action in relation to the privilege of the individual to pursue
or change his occupation at will with little or no effeet upon
others. Gradually this condition has changed. The factory
system has been adopted, with its attendant division of labor,
Hours have been shortened, wages greatly increased, so that
the returns from the effort expended have grown to be very
much larger. But freedom of action has been very much
diminished to secure this result, and the duty toward others
has been very much emphasized. It has been stated that there
must be something wrong when those who make cloth want
for clothing and those who make shoes are not well shod.
The answer to that specific complaint is that almost no indi-
vidual makes shoes or c¢loth at the present time. They only
perform one of the great number of processes in the making of
ghoes and cloth,

There is no individual in our modern industrial life who
produces all the different articles which he uses, But by means
of the divigion of labor, by means of organization, the aggregate
of production has increased manyfold. There is muech more
property, much more wealth, much more comfort, and much
more leisure, but a certain kind of independence is gone.

The new duties which this condition imposes have not yet
been fully realized. Large bodies of men are trained to per-
form special tasks. Each body profits through the performance
of the others. There is a tacit and implied understanding, a
moral obligation, that each shall perform their part, because
each receives the bepefits which acerue from others doing their
part. 8o long as the others perform their part of the common
services which are required, there is a growing feeling that it is
an economic wrong for one body to fail to perform its services.
This is especially true in the so-called key industries, which
furnish transportation, food, heat, light, water, and eother
prime necessities. Society has not yet discovered any
adequate remedy for such a situation, Perhaps the most
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suitable relief will result from an aroused public opinion,
which will insist that when a condition of this kind arises our
whole economic system shall not be thrown into disorder, but
that some tribunal may be established with authority to ascer-
tain the faets, fix the blame, and determine what is necessary
to provide justice. However that may be, it is now perfectly
apparent that to attain modern industrial power there has
been an exchange of much of the freedom of the individual.

This modern industrial organization is analogous to the
feudalism of the Middle Ages. Then the individual, in order
that he might have security and the assurance of an adequate
force to protect him from aggression or destruction, swore
fealty to his lord. He became his man. He gave up his liberty
for safety. The modern individual takes a pledge of fealty
to his occupation, his brotherhood, his trade-union. He, too,
surrenders a portion of his freedom of action in return for a
certain protection and security. It was the influence of religion,
acting through the avenue of public opinion, which broke the
artificial eondition of feudalism. It is to the same source, to
the same power of human conscience, that we must look to
‘purge away what is artificial and unreal in our modern indus-
trial life, that there may be recognized the existence of a real
equality and that a just honor may come to all through the
performance of real service.

It does not seem probable that there lies within the power
of legislation, the power of government action, any real remedy
for these conditions. Public authority may investigate, it may
advise, but the economic relationship is to such a great degree
voluntary, and must be voluntary, that it can not be conducted
under any coercive authority. Almost the whole effect of legis-
lation up to the present time has been not to provide restraints
but to enlarge the freedom of action. It has sought to prevent
society from assuming any rigid form. It has discouraged
all conditions which tend to create favored classes and special
privileges. But the law alone can not establish standards;
that must be done by the people themselves. If all honor is
to be given to wealth and place, there is bound to be an unend-
ing clash of interests. But if service be made the standard;
-if men are judged not by what they have but by what they
are: if they will cease putting all the emphasis on what they
are going to get and more of it on what they ought to do; if
they will refrain from giving their entire attention to the mate-
rial side of life and live more in accord with their intellectual,
social, and moral nature; if they will apply the teachings of
religion, the dizcord and discontent will give place to harmony,
No one has ever proposed any ofher practical remedy.

Another element, without which modern civilization could
neither exist nor increase, is those accumulations resulting
from the industry of the people, which we call capital. It very
closely represents the dominion which man holds over nature.
Without ecapital he falls back to the material and economie
condition of the savage. With it he furnishes himself with
transportation by land and sea, builds industrial plants with
which to furnish the necessaries and conveniences of life, con-
structs buildings and public works, provides a store of mer-
chandise, extends credit for the financing of agricultural and
commercial operations, and builds up the surpiug out of which
to supply the needs of an enlarging population and to improve
the condition of all the people by increasing their power of
production. The want and distress of the people of the Old
World at the present time result from the great destruction of
capital which they have recently suffered. Their condition has
an effect even here, but our own supply of capital, our own
exemption from being required to make a like sacrifice, is the
source of our comparatively great prosperity.

No one would claim that there have not been many abuses
of the power which the possession of capital brings, but here
again a suggestion of abolishing it is only a suggestion to de-
stroy the power which supports the advance of eivilization.
The law can not always regulate it. It can do little toward
supplying it. It is another of those reqnirements which must
be met by the people themselves, Government supervision can
help, but it can help only in conjunction with a righteous public
sentiment and that determination which has its source in the
religious convictions -to use capital to promote the welfare of
mankind.

But civilization has come to comprehend more than those
domestic relationships which are represented in the political
and economic life of a people. There is a relationship among
nations toward which the world has recently been turning much
thought and much attention.

This is a new avenue for the American mind to travel. Our
natural seclusion, our predominance over all surrounding na-
tions, our ancient traditional policy of refraining from all inter-
ference in the political affairs of others have all contributed fo
our disregard of any but our own local interests.© The results

of the last five years have projected us out into the world where,
whether we will or no, we find that we have international duties
to perform, both for the promotion of our own welfare, the pro-
tection of our own rights, and to discharge our obligations to
humanity.

We have not sought to meet these requirements by diminishing
our national spirit, but rather by increasing it. We bave not
been willing to compromise our independence, but have rather
sought to strengthen it. At the same time we have recognized
that as there comes an increased power for the promotion of
our domestic welfare through the cooperation and organization
of the individual, so there is created a more stable condition
among nations and there comes a release from the necessity of
dgfenaive operations through mutual agreement and more cor-
dial understandings. We have recently adopted the policy of
seeking fo prevent wars, not as in the past by a reliance upon
great competitive armaments buf by removing the caunses of
war through mutual adjustments and concessions based on tlie
requirements of justice. Feor the first time in all history the
gg'eat powers have agreed on a limitation of naval armaments,
Not on their abolition, for the world must not be left defense-
less against the power of evil, but on their immediate decrease
and their future restriction. This was not accomplished by
force or coercion, but under the leadership of America by an
appeal to the awakened conscience of the world,

Through all these efforts of mankind to comply with the re-
quirements of civilization there runs the Christian spirit of
sacrifice. Men are discontented, they are engaged in industrial
strife, they defy the Government at home and abroad because
they refuse to make sacrifices which are sufficient to meet pres-
ent world disorders.

Our Government is supported by sacrifice, by obedience to
the authorized expression of the public will. Through that
sacrifice men gain a greater power and a larger liberty. When
an individual becomes a citizen, he takes on a new dignity, a
higher nobility, Men reach their highest degree of economic
prosperity through the same process. It is only through the
devotion of their resources, their strength, and their intelli-
gence to the organized effort of produection for the benefit of
others that they increase their own rewards. When the indi-
vidual becomes a workman, he comes into the possession of a
greater estate,

What is true of individuals has its counterpart in nations.
No country ever remained great through war and pillage.
Despotism always destroys itself. Imperialism alwayvs defeats
itself., It is only when the nations respect the rights of cach
other by obedience to a common law, it is only when they toil
and spin for each other and extend toward each other the hand
of friendship and of charity, that they acquire a true sov-
ereignty.

This is the American faith. It represents a higher and
nobler conception of mankind than that which has been de-
veloped under any other institutions. Believing that the people
have the power to respond to all the great obligations necessary
to support our more and more intricate civilization, it has
dared to call on them fto respond, It has intrusted to them
the keeping of their own welfare, convinced that, if self-
government can not be maintained, then no government can
be maintained. It has given them jurisdiction over their own
property and over the property of each other in the knowledge
that, if they can not protect property, then it can have no pro-
tection. The people have never wavered in their response to
this high calling,

Those who came bearing this faith knew that the way to free-
dom lay through a knowledge of the truth. They put their
reliance in religion and education. They established their church
and then established their college. Always their purpose was
to provide inspired and learned men to leaddn the religious and
political life of the community. They put their tru : in piety.
To them intelligence and disbelie” would have been a contradic-
tion in terms.

These were the men and the methods whiech laid the founda-
tions of American institutions. If those institutions are to
stand, they must rest on these foundations. There are, and
can be, no others., When ways are clear, when skies are fair,
no nation can travel far with no motive save an appeal to ma-
terial gain. But when that fails, as it often does, there must
be a reliance on higher ideals. The source of such ideals lies
in religion and education. They do not fail. They are eternal,

There must be an increasing support for our higher institu-
tions of learning. They are not the apex of our system of edu-
cation ; they are its base. All the people look up to their influ-
ence and their inspiration. They must be under the guidance
of men of piety and men of an open mind. They must continue
their indispensable service to the cause of freedom by bringing
all the people unto a knowledge of the truth.
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There must be an increasing reliance upon religion. It is
the source of all faith. It is the evidence of the eternal pur-
pose and of the true power, the true nobility of mankind. It
gives a divine samction to the uuthority of righteous govern-
ment, to faithful service through economic relationship, and
to the peaceful covenants of international understanding. It
represents the only hope of the world, the only metive by
which mankind can bear the burdens of civilization.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. McOUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the
eonsideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 10 o’clock
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously
entered, took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, May 25, 1922,
at 11 o'clock a. m,

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 24 (legisla-
tive day of April 20), 1922,
Exvoy EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY.
Arthur H. Geissler to be envoy extraordinary and minister
plenipotentiary to Guatemala.
DirEctor oF WAR FINANCE CORPORATION,
Dwight Davis to be Director of the War Finance Corporation
for a term of four years.
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE.
" George M. Jameson to be appraiser- of merchandise, customs
colleetion distriet No. 12, Pittsburgh, Pa.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS,
Thomas Williamson to be United States attorney, southern
districiyof INinois.
A. V. McLane to be United States attorney, middle district of
Tennessee,
‘) PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.
John D. Beuret to he chief construetor and Chief of the Bu-
rean of Construction and Repair.
TO BE COMMANDERS,
Claude B. Mayo.
Henry K. Hewitt.
Felix X. Gygax.
TO BE LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS.
Ernest J. Blankenship.
Alfred Y, Lanphier.
Oliver M. Read, jr.
TO BE LIEUTENANTS.
John A, Terhune, Willis M. Perecifield.
Leonard Doughty, jr. Carl K. Martin.
T0 BE LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE).
Willis M. Percifield. Charles E. Coney.
John B. Cooke. Alonzo B. Alexander.
Julian B. Neble.

TO BE MEDICAL INSPECTOR.

Charles E. Ryder.
3 TO BE PASSED- ASSISTANT SURGEONS,
Frederic L. Conklin.
James Humbert,
TO BE PAYMASTERS.
Arthur H. Eddins.

Harry T. Sandlin.
Charles C. Copp.

Stanley M. Mathes,
John D. P. Hodapp.
TO BE PASSED ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS.
Charles G. Holland.
John O, Wood.
William A. Best. !
TO BE NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS.
Walter W. Webster.
Beirne S. Bullard.
Ernest L, Pateh.
TO BE CHIEF MACHINISTS,
George J. Blessing. John C. Richards.
Bennett M. Proctor, William W. Wilkins.
Chauneey R. Doll. Benjamin F. Maddox.
Carl 8. Chapman. Frank W. Yurasko.
Andrew C. Skinner. John J. Enders.
MARINE COEPS.
Richard M. Cutts to be colonel.
Harry (. Bartlett to be major.
Frank P. Snow to be first lieutenant.

PosTMASTERS.
CALIFORNTA.
Stella L. Vincent, Carmel.
Rexford E. Morton, Dyerville.
COLORADO,
Anna Bogue, Basalt.
GEORGIA,
Marion W. Hudson, Dallas.
Julins Peacock, Vidalia.
JOWA,
- Oswell Z. Wellman, Arlington.
Homer G. Games, Calamus.
“Raymond W. Ellis, Norwalk.
KANSAS.
Benson L. Miekel, Soldier.
Victor E. Green, De Ridder.
Charles DeBlieux, Natchiteches.
MARYLAND,
Hattie B. H. Moore, Marydel.
Ernest G. Willard, Poolesville.
MICHIBAN.
Selma O’Neill, Rockford.
Walter H. Nesbitt, Schoolecraft.
George K. Hoyt, Suttons Bay.
MINNESOTA.
Ernest W. Nobbs, Bellingham.
George P. Dickinson, Excelsior.
MISSOURL
Nelle Tomlinson, Morley.
Philip G. Wild, Spickard.
NEBRASKA,
James E. Schoonover, Aurora.
Carroll C. Colbert, Wauneta.
NEW JERSEY.
Selina I. Caruth, East Paterson.
William J. Caswell, Washington.
NEW YORK.
M. Elizabeth Corey, Cutchogue.
Frank D, Gardner, De Ruyter,
John O. Jubin, Lake Placid Club.
John F. Joslin, Voorheesville,
OHIO,
Edgar L. Taylor, Crooksville,
Clara J. Mitchell, Mount Pleasant.
Leonidas A. Smith, Ridgeway.
RHODE ISLAND,
Jonathan Bateman, Manville.
SOUTH DAKOTA.
Robert C. Gibson, Geddes.
Theresa R. Zimmerman, Montrose.
TEN NESSEE.
Clarence L. Shoffner, Shelbyville.
VIRGINIA.
Milton S. Roberts, Faber.
Jessie R. Haven, Greenwood.
WYOMING.

Ellen L. George, Superior.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
“WepNespay, May 2}, 1922.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by
the Speaker.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,, offered
the following prayer:

O eternal God, in mute necessity our hearts go out after Thee.
We make grateful mention of Thy goodness, we recall Thy
boundless mercies, and we would meditate upon Thy provi-
dences. Thy love still passes all understanding and Thy riches
are still unsearchable. Deepen in us the currents of reflection
and give nus wise insight into all problems of legislation. Ele-
vate our whele natures and bring them to the highest point of
effieiency. Work in us a splendid discontent and give us the
reach of larger growth @nd broader attainment, Let the sum
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of righteousness and peace fall upon the hills and the valleys of
our country. May God's good angels brood above our hearth-
stones and fold all hearts in the calm and true embrace of
love. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
BRIDGES ACROSS ROCK RIVER AND FOX RIVER, ILL.

Mr, FULLER. DMr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to

address the House for one minute.

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
ofisent to address the House for one minute. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, in my district there are two
bridges that have become dangerous, and new bridges must
be built. The authorities there are now held up awaiting the
consent of Congress to build those bridges. The bills have been
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
and approved by the War Department., The authorities are
now waiting for this consent before they can build these bridges,
so that it is an emergency case. I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the purpose
of the gentleman is, but this side of the House can not hear a
word of what he says. If his purpose is to inform the House,
he is not doing so.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, an emergency exists for the
building of two bridges across so-called navigable streams in
my district. They are not navigable. The authorities are now
waiting before they let the contracts until they can obtain the
consent of Congress. The bills have been approved by the War
Department and favorably reported by the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce. I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of H. R. 11408 and H. R. 11409,

Mr. RAYBURN. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of two bills, H. R.
11408 and 11409. The Clerk will report the first one,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill : -ONETess
of W[nnel{)l;!gonl‘lnll.’ll‘tg%)tlﬂing?iég:tgg?ﬁngﬁé gg\’;ﬂt’. 1:I1t otl:: esf:fenfﬁ
INinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches
thereto across the Rock River, in said town of Rockton.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

. Mr. RAYBURN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
what very urgent necessity is there at this time about the im-
mediate passage of these bills?

Mr. FULLER. The present bridge has become dangerous and
has been condemned. The authorities did not know that it was
necegsary to obtain the consent of Congress until they presented
the plans to the State department of public works for ap-
proval. The matter is now held up, and they are unable to
let the contract until they get the consent of Congress., It is
an emergency case, and of pressing importance.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

15 (e Somaty i Wikuchego ani the Tiwts ot ROttt I iy Cted
in the State of Illinois, to econstruct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Rock River, in said town of Rockton,
county of Winnebago, and State of Illinois, in accordance with the pro-
visions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906

HEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

o With a committee amendment as follows:

Page 1, line 6, after the word * River,” insert “ at a point suitable to
the interests of navigation.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the other bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks mnnani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R,
11409, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 11409) LF-antin the consent of Congress to the city of

Ottawa and the county of La Balle, in the State of Illinols, to construct,

!l,t"ammm' and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Fox
iver.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Re it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to
the city of Ottawa and the county of La Salle, in the State of Illinois,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Fox River on Main Street, in the sald city of Ottawa, in
accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate
itslﬁseonstmcﬁon of bridges over nmavigable water,” approved March 23,

Bec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act ls hereby
expressly reserved.

With committee amendments, as follows:

Page 1, line 5, after the word * Illinois,” insert * their snecessors
and assigns.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment, -

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 7, strike ont the word “on" and insert “at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation at or near.” "

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 1, strike out the word * water™ and insert in lien
thereof the word “ waters.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment. ]

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill o

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, FuLLEr, a motion to reconsider the last
two votes was laid on the table,

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.

Mr. SNELL, Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from
the Committee on Rules. ¢
The SPEAKER. The gentlentan from New York presents a
privileged report from the Committee on Rules, which the

Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 8332 (Rept. No. 1028),

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the Committee
on Agriculture ghall have three legislative days prior to June 10, 1922,
for the consideration of bills reported by that committee now on the
;Lo?:gs :r Union calendars, this rule not to interfere with privileged

B 5

‘Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes
the point of order that there is no quorum present.

Mr. SNELL, Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves a call
of the House.

A call of the House was ordered,

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will
call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Ackerman Cullen Garrett, Tenn, Kleczka
Atkeson Curry Goodykoontz Kline, N, X,
Barkley Dale Goula Knight
Beck Davis, Minn, Graham, I11, Kraus
Benham Dempsey Graham, Pa, Kunz
Bland, Va, Dickinson Green, Iowa Langley
Boles Drane Greene, Mass. -arson, Minn,
Brand Drewry Griffin Layton
Britten Driver Himes Linthicum
Brooks, Pa, Dunbar Iluds?eth McArthor
Burke Qupré Hukriede MeClintie
Cantrill FEdmonds 1reland MeCormiek
Chandler, N. Y. Ellis Jefferis, Nebr. MeFadden
Chandler, Okla, Evans Jeffers, Ala. MePherson
Clark, Fla, Fenn Johnson, 8. Dak. Maloney
Classon Fess Johnson, Wash, Mann
Cockran Fields Jones, Pa. Michaelsom
Cole, Towa Fish elley, Mich, Mills

‘olling Fitzgerald Kendall Moorey 111
Connolly, Pa. Foeht Kennedy Morin
Cooper, Ohio Fordney Ketcham Mott

opley Free Kindred Mudd
Coughlin French King Nelson, Me,
Crago Frothingham Kinkaid Nelson, A. P,
Cramton Galllvan Kitehin Nelson, J, M.
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O’Connor Robsion Speaks Tinkham
Olpp Rodenberg StafMord Treadway
Os%orne Hogers Stiness Upshaw
T on 7. Ly ioq  Bimere Vi
Patterson, N, J. Sanders, Ind. Strong, I'a.

Petersen Sanders, N. Y. Sullivan Ward, N: G
Rainey, Ala. Sears Sweet Wason
Rainey, T1L Shaw Tague Wood, Ind.
Reavis Slemﬂ Taylor, Ark. Yates
Reber Smith, Mich, Taylor, Colo. Zihlman
Rhodes Smithwick Taylor, Tenn.

Riorden Snyder Tilson

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 285 Members have answered
to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the rule may be reported again.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the rule will be again
reported.

The Clerk read the rule again.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, it was the intention to arrange
for three legislative days in which it should be in order for the
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture to call up for con-
sideration any one of the bills that that committee now has on
the House or Union Calendar. It is not intended that this reso-
Jution will in any way interfere with privileged business or
regular calendar days, nor is it intended that these legislative
days must necessarily be successive ones.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SNELL, 1 yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman a list of the bills in the
order in which the Committee on Agriculture contemplates
calling them up?

Mr. SNELL. T could not give the gentleman that information.
I understand it is the intention of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture to call up first the filled milk bill.
Further than that I have not been informed.

Mr. GARNER. 1 wonder if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
HAvGex], chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, will ae-
commodate the House with a list of the bills that he proposes
to call up, in the order in which he proposes to call them?

Mr. HAUGEN. That is for the House to determine, but if
the bills are called up in the order reported by the committee,
and as they appear on the calendar, the first bill will be the
so-called filled milk bill; the next, the bill to establish grades
for spring wheat; the next, the Ward sugar resolution ; the next,
a Senate bill defining crop failures; the next, the DeRonde sugar
claim; the next. an amendment to the cotton futures act, pro-
viding a grade for American-Egyptian cotton ; the next, the Deni-
son Mississippi River flood relief bill; the next, the bill prohibit-
ing the importation of honey bees; and the next, the migratory
bird and public shooting ground bill,

Mr. GARNER. Is that the order in which the gentleman
proposes to call them up?

Mr. HAUGEN. That is the order in which they were re-
ported and appear on the calendar.

Mr. GARNER. I want to know what the gentleman proposes
to do about calling them up?

Mr. HAUGEN. The committee has instructed the chairman
to de certain things.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman mind telling us what
those are?

Mr. HAUGEN. Unless otherwise ordered, the first would be
the milk bill, next the grades of spring wheat, and next the
Ward sugar resolution.

Mr. GARNER. Is that just as they are on the calendar?

Mr. HAUGEN. Just as they were reported.

Mr. GARNER. Was that order issued by the committee when
the whole membership of the commitiee was present, or was
that an arrangement made by the gentleman and his side of
the House alone?

Mr. HAUGEN. The order of the committee was either to ask
for a special rule, or that the chairman should avail himself of
the privileges under the rules to expedite the business,

Mr, GARNER. But the last statement that the gentleman
made was that the committee ordered him to do certain things.
Was that in the whole committee when the entire membership
was present, or was it a partisan matter?

Mr, HAUGEN. It was in the committee, a quorum pregent.

Mr. ASWELL, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. 1 yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ASWELL. The action of the committee did not specify
any except three things.
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Mr, HAUGEN. The action taken by the committee was,
first, to report the filled milk bill, with authority to call it up in
the House, and later requested a special rule on it. The next
bill reported was the bill proposing grades for spring wheat,
which carried with it authority to call it up at any time under
the rules: and the next bill reported was the Ward sugar resoln-
tion, on which the committee later requested a rule. I am stat-
ing the bills exactly in the order reported and the aunthority
carried with the motion to report the bills,

Mr. MCLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Several of the members of
the Committee on Agriculture appeared before the Committee on
Rules and asked for special rules for the consideration of the
Voigt filled milk bill and for the consideration of two of the sugar
claims, so called. They made no request for any special time
for the consideration of any other measures, The Committee
on Rules found some diffienlty in providing special rules for the
particular kind of legislation brought to their attention by the
Committee on Agriculture, and decided that instead of granting
rules for the consideration of those three propositions, three days
should be given by the House to the consideration of matters
brought up by the Committee on Agriculture, with the express
understanding—I say understanding—it was clearly intended
by those who asked for the special time that the time should
be given to the consideration of the Voigt bill and the two sugar
c¢laims, Now, the bringing in of these other matters, some of
them important but none of them pressing, will result in delaying
some of these matters, the early consideration of which was in-
sisted on by the Committee on Agriculture.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Yes.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Does not the gentleman think that the
bills of a public nature ought to have precedence over private
claims?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Oh, it depends on what
those bills of a public nature are and the question of the dis-
position of the House later to consider them. The three bills
I speak of must be considered now, and an attempt is being
made to delay their consideration, with the idea that they will
not later be considered at all. I object to the order in which
these bills are to'be presented to the House by the chairman
of the committee, It is contrary to the spirit of the Committee
on Agriculture and the idea they had in mind when they asked
for this special order.

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman
from Louisiana.

Mr. ASWELL. Is it not a fact that the Committee on Agri-
culture made no request for the consideration of any other
measures except these three—the Voigt bill and the two sugar
claims?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. That is correct.

Mr. ASWELL. And the Committee on Agriculture has not
requested a rule on any other subject?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. That is correet. The
three measures I spoke of are the only ones for which special
rules were requested, and these three days should be devoted
to those measures. The time ought not to be taken up by the
consideration of other matters.

Mr. WALSH. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman from Michigan say that
the bill for grades of spring wheat was not included in its
program?

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. It was not included, al-
though it had been favorably reported by the committee. Of
course, it is expected that when a bill has been reported it will
be presented by the chairman, but it was not one of those to be
considered at this special time.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. Pou].

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr, Joxes].

Mr, JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this is a very peculiar
rule, as some of you here have noticed. It is a rule to give
the Agricultural Committee a *field day” lasting for three
days. I do not know how often a rule of this character has
been brought in, but in the limited time I have been in Con-
gress 1 have known of but few.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES of Texas. Not now.

Mr. SNELL. Will the géntleman yield?
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Mr. JONES of Texas. I decline to yield. I do not know
how eoften they bring them in; of course it is perfectly legiti-
mate to bring them in, but it is an unsuval method of bringing
matters before the House. I will tell you why, in my judgment,
it was brought in, There are two or three sugar claims against
the United States Government that belong on the Private Cal-
endar., The Rules Committee did not want to give a rule

specifying these bills for consideration. So they gave us three.

days during which these sugar claims which are in the nature
of private claims may be brought up without it appearing in
the Recorp that they ordered these special matters to be brought
up. That is why we have three days instead of having a special
rule designating the bills. Of course, no member of the Agri-
cultural Committee can well afford to vote against giving his
own committee the privilege of proceeding in the House for
three days or five days or any other number of days, because
_there are certain bills which are to be passed which are in the
interest of agriculture; but there are some Members who would
pass any kind of a rule which would make in order these
sugar claims.

These bills, the Ward resolution, and others are for the
relief of private individuals. It is true they were referred to
the Union Calendar. They were thus referred because some
similar bills a year or so ago were reported and went to the
Union Calendar. As they were worded at that time they were
public in their nature. Then, of course, when they were rein-
troduced, as they did not pass last year, the wording was
changed and they were again referred to the Union Calendar.
But no one who will study those bills will say that they are not

. brivate bills,
One of them is for the American Trading Co. as a beneficiary
* and for B. II. Howell & Co. The rule says that the eommittee
ghall have the right to bring up and bring in the bills now on
the Union or House Calendar. If they were referred to the
P'rivate Calendar, where they belong, you could not keep them
from being in here under this rule. Now, Hinds' I'recedents,
volume 7, page 879, says:

A private bill is a bill for the rclief of one or several specified por-
gons. corporations, institutions, ete., and is distinguished from a public
bill which relates to public matters and deals with individuals only by
classes, A bill which applies to a class and not to individuals as sue
is a publie bill. A bill for the advantage of private individuals even in
connection with the public object has been treated as a private bill,

Many rules have been presented, but so far as I know these
rules have not given right of way to private bills, and I do
assert that there has never so far as I have been able to find a
gpecial rule been given for a private bill. Has there?

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no recollection of it,
but we have given three days or a week to the Military Com-
mittee, the Committee on Banking and Currency, and other
committees to bring up such bills as were reported from their
committees.

My, JONES of Texas. That may be true, but has the Rules
Committee ever given a rule for the consideration of a private
claim against the United States?

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no recollection of any.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Did not the Rules Committee have in
mind these sugar claims when they passed this general rule?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The committee knew that the
sugar bills were on the Union Calendar.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Did not the committee first have a
special rule for the Voigt bill and then take it back?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no recollection of it.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Did not they run against a snag when
they came to the sugar claims and then take back the rule on
the Voigt bill?

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. No. They gave the conunittee
three legislative days to consider all measures on the Union
Calendar.

Mr. JONES of Texas. That is where the rub comes. The
information I received was that the Voigt bill was first up and
they had an application for a special rule on that.

They first considered reporting out the Voigt bill, After
that they came to these sugar claims; and the question was
raised—and nobody can gainsay the fact—that, being for the
relief of private individuals, they are in the nature of private
claims, Some members of the Rules Committee told me—and
they were men who were well informed and good parliamen-
tarians—that never in the history of Congress, so far as they
knew, had u special rule been reported for the consideration of
private claims

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Are there any bills covered by
this rule that are on the Private Calendar?

Mr. JONES of Texas. That is where the trouble arises. The
rule is very artfully worded.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, No; it is not artfully worded.

Mr. JONES of Texas. The rule provides for the consideration
of bills now on the Union Calendar. I just explained how an
error was made in referring these bills; but even now, if we
had them referred to the Private Calendar—if I made a motion
after the commitiee gets charge of affairs in the House to
transfer the bills to the Private Calendar, where they properly
belong—under the wording of the rule, when it is once adopted,
these sugar claims, which involve several millions of dollars,
could be considered, even though they ought to be on the
Private Calendar.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
yleld?

Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes.

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. Can the gentleman explain to us
why we should be dealing with private bills under a special
rule, when there are rules that have been ordered by the Com-
mittee on Rules that pertain to very important public matters
which remain up to this time in the breast, or rather in the
breast pocket, of the chairman of the Committee o. Rules?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the gentleman ask me that
question?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
from Texas [Mr. Jones].

Mr, JONES of Texas. T do nof know why that is so. It seems
passing strange to me that when no one can cite an instance
of where a rule was presented for the consideration of private
claims, that committee should come in and camouflage the mat-
ter by reporting a rule giving the Committee on Agriculture
three field days and then have the chairman of the Committee
on Agriculture get up and say that they expected to bring up the
sugar claims, Of course they do; but the Committee on Rules
apparently did not have the nerve to report out a rule for the
consideration of a public bill and then follow it with a special
rule for the consideration of a private bill. However, with
some knowledge of what the Committee on Agriculture intended
to do and what they expected to have done, the Committee on
Rules now reports out a rule which not only makes it possible
to bring up these private claims, but they so word the rule that
when the Committee on Agriculture gets charge of matters in the
House, if some one tries to have these bills referred to the
Private Calendar, they can still be considered. becanse the rule
is 20 worded to incinde bills “now on the Union and House
Calendars.” They would still then he covered by the rule.

1 assert that the three-day provision was an afterthought. T
appeared before the conmittee, as did a number of others, in
opposition to these sugar claims. Nobody before the Rules Com- .
mittee said anything about a three-day rule. The House Com-
mittee on Agriculture never requested a three-day rule. They
simply requested a special rule for the Voigt bill and a special
rule for the sugar claims, and when it came up to the final test,
getting down to the cold steel of the proposition, the Committee
on Rules said, “ Nay, nay, we are not going to report a special
rule for a private claim, because somebody will raise the ques-
tion that there are publie bills that ought to be considered un-
der a special rule, and that we ought not to report a special rule
for the consideration of private claims.”

Mr. POU. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. KincHELOE].

Mr, KINCHELOE., Mr. Speaker, T want to say to the mem-
bership of this House now that, in my judgment, if it had not
been for the activity of some very enthusiastic gentlemen for
these sugar bills, there would not have been a rule reported to
this House even for the Voigt bill. Here are two private claims,
on behalf of private individuals and corporations, where we are
asked to appropriate over $3,500,000 out of the Treasury of the
United States to reimburse these people for some transactions
they entered into while profiteering in sugar all over the coun-
try was rampant. The Agricultural Committee, by a majority
report, reported these sugar bills to the House, and by some un-
known method they went on the Union Calendar and not on
the Private Calendar, where they belong. They could not show
much speed there. I gay to you that this Voigt bill is a publie
bill and it is all right to consider it, but its consideration is a
secondary matter, so far as bringing out this rule is concerned.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KINCHELOE. Yes.

Mr, BANKHEAD. How much is involved in these two sugar
claims?

Mr. KINCHELOE, About $3,500,000 in these, and about
$750,000 in one that is now pending before the Commitiee on
Agriculture. How many more there are I do not know. They
got these bills on the Union Calendar, and then rushed to the
Rules Committee, and if I am not mistakenly informed the Com-
mittee on Nules did agree to report the rule for the considera-
tion of the Voigt bill, because it is a public bill, and then every

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

No; T am asking the gentleman
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member of that committee knew that these two sugar claims
ought to be on the Private Calendar, and every man in this
House knows it. How they got on the Union Calendar, I do not
know.

The Rules Committee did not want to break a precedent.
These bills are on the Union Calendar, and if they had been
on the House Calendar that committee knew they had no right
to report a rule for their consideration. But now they bring
out a shotgun rule, wide open as a bootjack, and they give three
field days, as the gentleman from Texas says, to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture. What is on the calendar of a public nature?
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DENisoN] came there with a
bill agking for an appropriation of a million dollars to buy seed
for the flood-stricken farmers of the Mississippi Valley, and it
was reported out unanimously. It is on the calendar. You do
not hear of any rule for that bill. The game-refuge bill is a
bill of a public character and it is on the Union Calendar,
where it belongs. The Committee on Rules is not anxious about
that. Then there is the bee bill. Officials of the Agricultural
Department testified before the committee that unless we
stopped the importation of bees from Europe the bee industry
of this country is likely to be destroyed by a peculiar disease.
That bill is on the calendar. There is no effort to bring that up.
It will not be brought up in these three days, because the sugar
claims of private individuals have the board. Within the
walls of this Capitol and House Office Building is the most
gigantic lobby I have ever seen since I have been in Congress
for these sugar bills, and the flood-stricken farmers of the Mis-
sigsippi Valley must step back, because the Congress is going
to take up these private bills,

Mr. BLAND of Indiana.
yield?

Mr. KINCHELOE. Yes.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I did not get the significance of
the statement of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNEs] to the
effect that if these bills were referred to the Private Calendar
nevertheless this rule would permit their consideration.

Mr. KINCHELOE. If these bills had not been placed on
the Union Calendar—I want the gentleman from Kansas to
hear me—the Committee on Rules would not have given the
rule, because——

HMr. BLAND of Indiana. That is, if it was referred in the
ouse,

Mr, JONES of Texas. I =aid that even if we sent the sugar
bills to the Private Calendar, where they belong, after the rule
is adopted, and the Agricultural Committee has charge of this
matter, they would still have the right of way, because the
rule says that bills now on the Union Calendar and House
Calendar may be considered; so after the adoption of the rule,
even though they were transferred, they would still have the
right of way under the rule. i

Mr. KINCHELOE. As the gentleman from Texas says, the
members of the Agricultural Committee are in an attitude where
we ean not afford to vote against this rule,

Mr. RUCKER. Why not?

Mr. KINCHELOE. Because there are some bills of a public
;lature on the calendar that ought to be considered; that is the
dea.

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wiil state it.

Mr. WALSH. Does the adoption of this rule include the
raising of the question of consideration against any bill that the
Agricultural Committee brings up?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. KINCHELOE. 1 did not yield for a parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr, WALSH. But the gentleman's time had expired.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Has my time expired?

The SPEAKER. It has.

Mr, LONDON. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, LONDON. Can the rule be amended from the floor?

'f;:;' SPEAKER. It can, unless the previous question is or-
dered.

Mr. LONDON. Would the inclusion of the.word “ publie”
before the word “bill™ in the resolution meet the objection
raised by Members?

Mr. SNELL. 1 yield five minutes fo the gentleman from
Kansas——

Mr. RAYBURN., T desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RAYBURN, At what time would it be proper to make
a motion to refer back to the committee a bill that has been
reported to the House by a committee?

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle-
man’s inquiry.

Mr. RAYBURN. This bill here, of course, went to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture improperly, because the only thing in
the bill is that which denies the instrumentalities of interstate
commerce to this product. At what time would it be proper to
make a motion to refer that to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce?

The SPEAKER. To rerefer it?

Mr. RAYBURN. Or refer it

The SPEAKER. At the proper time for a motion to »ecom-
mit, after the third reading of the bill, or in the morning imme-
diately after the reading of the Journal. Those are the only
times when the motion is in order.

Mr. RAYBURN. That is the ruling of the Chair, that that is
the only time it can be done?

The SPEAKER. The status is this: When a bill has been
referred to a committee, in the morning aftew the reading of
the Journal any gentleman authorized by the committee can
move to rerefer, but after the committee has reported the bill
that settles the question of jurisdiction, and it can then be
made only after the third reading of the bill.

Mr., RAYBURN. Would it not be proper when the bill is
called up for consideration to make that motion?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr. SNELL. I maintain it is on the proper calendar at the
present time. I yield five minutes to the genileman from
Kansas [Mr. TINCHER].

Mr., TINCHER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I do not feel
right in adopting this rule without making a suggestion. I
want first the House to understand the sugar claim bills are not
on any caleudar and are not reported by the Agricultural Com-
mittee by a unanimous report. There is a substantial minority,
of which I am proud to be a member, opposed to those bills,
but it is true that by a majority vote the Committee on Agri-
culture instructed the chairman to ask for a special rule for
the consideration of those bills. Mr. Voiet had had a vote of
the committee instructing him to ask for a special rule for the
consideration of the so-called filled milk bill. I appeared be-
fore the Committee on Rules and protested against granting
any special rule for the consideration of the sugar claims and
we had a hearing. Now, as far as the Volgt bill was concerned,
I remember the exact situation that morning. There was a
sentiment in the committee to grant a rule, which was presented
by Mr. HauceN, chairman of the committee, and there was no
written rule introduced, and the matter stopped in that way.
The proponents of the special rule for the consideration of the
sugar claims took all of the time of the Committee on Rules
that morning and I raised the question; I wanted to be heard on
the merits of whether a special rule should be granted, and
made the point of order that the Committee on Rules should
not consider the granting of any special rule for the considera-
tion of those bills, because those bills were improperly assigned
and they should be on the Private Calendar. I do not think
anyone seriously will contend for a moment that they should
not be on the Private Calendar. The Rules Committee——

Mr. CLARKE of New York., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINCHER. I ecan not. . The Rules Committee said that
they would give us a chance to protest to the granting of a
special rule to that effect, and one gentleman on the Democratic
side of the House suggested that as it was a matter of taking
jurisdiction and an application for a special rule that the com-
mittee should go into executive session. They did, and the
next information I had was that the Rules Committee had by
unanimous vote granted the Committee on Agriculture so many
days, and I assumed that if the Committee on Agriculture had
so many days for the consideration of measures in this House
that the chairman of that committee should be permitted under
the ordinary procedure here to call up bills which are of publie
interest and should be considered.

And if he does that, it will take more than three days for
the consideration of the public bills. I want to say now that
if the sugar claims come up, with this proposition to take
money from the Public Treasury to pay the sugar dealers of
the country, or to save them from loss, I shall be found with
those who are opposed to the claims, and fight them to the
limit. [Applause.]

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Wyoming [Mr, MoNDELL],

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am unable to understand the
attitude of some of the gentlemen on the minority side touching
this matter., The Committee on Rules, I understand, unani-
mously reported a rule giving the Agricultural Committee throe
days. During the discussion of the merits of such a rule cer-
tain bills were referred to as bills that were likely to be brought
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up. Now, some of the gentlemen on the minority side have been
trying for several days to create the impression that there was
something wrong, something improper, in bringing to the atten-
tion of the House bills regularly reported from the Agricultural
Committee. Notwithstanding what certain other gentlemen may
think about it, I do not think there is any sort of question but
that the Speaker was justified in making the reference he did
of these bills, and I am quite sure that the members of the
Agricultural Committee themselves would have complained if
these bills had gone to the Claims Committee. They are not
claims® If they have merit it grows out of the fact that certain
people acted as agents of the Government. I do not pretend to
say whether they did or no. That is a matter for the House to
determine when the evidence is presented. But it is an ex-
traordinary thing that whenever anyone proposes to consider
legislation having anything to do with acts of or the obligations
arising out of the acts of the former Democratic administration
gentlemen on the® Democratic side protest. There is no sort of
question but that the Department of Justice under the Wilson
administration, the Department of State under the Wilson
administration, did acknowledge or refer to certain peuple as
agents of the Government in the purchase of sugar. Your ad-
ministration so acknowledged them. It is for the House to de-
termine whether they were such and whether there is an obliga-
tion arising out of that fact., But your State Department offi-
cials under their signatures so announced and acknowledzed
them. If what is proposed is fair and proper—and I do not
now express any opinion in regard to them—it is hecause there
is an obligation laid upon the Congress by the acts of the former
administration.

One would judge from what you gentlemen say in regard to
these matters that we are expected to turn our backs on any-
thing and everything that has come to us from the former
administration and to assume that it can not have any virtue
beeause it did come from your administration. [Applause.] I
am willing to admit that there is ground for argument along
that line, but sc far as we are concerned we aré willing to give
the former administration and its officials—they are the people
whose case is presented here—opportunity to be heard. That
is what these cases are. And I think it would be very proper
to bring them up for consideration before the House.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from VWyoming
has expired.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SNELL. I yield one more minute to the gentleman from
Wyoming.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I simply wanted to ask to what com-
mittee these bills were referred in the Senate? They were
treated as public measures, I am sure,

Mr. MONDELL. There is no manner of question but that
they were treated as public measures. They involve the ques-
tion of whether or no there is an obligation on the Government
under one of its war laws.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SNELIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. Pou].

Mr. POU. I yield one minute to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Lonpox].

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, to use the language of politics,
there is too much * sugar " about this rule. The objection can
be easilv met by amending the rule by inserting the word “ pub-
lic " before the word “ bills,” so that the Agricultural Commiitee
would be enabled to take up only public bills. It is natural
that a Demoerat should be suspicious of any war claim that
is approved by the Republicans, because during the war all the
Democrats could possibly do would be to make themselves guilty
of petty larceny, while the grand larceny was committed by the
Republicans.

Mr. Speaker, I want to know when an opportunity will be
offered to present this amendment to the House?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to
make the metion under the rules when it is in order.

Mr. SNELIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL].

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, there is a tem-
pest in a teapot here this morning over a guestion of adopting
a rule similar to rules that have been adopted in this House
ever sinee I have been a member of the Committee on Rules.
During the period of the war we brought in rules here giving
the Agricultural Committee, the Committee on Military Affairs,
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Banking and
Currency, or any other committee that had accumulated a great
deal of business on the calendars, days on which to transact

their business. Therefore that part of the rule is not at all
unusual.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Jones], a member of the
Committee on Agriculture, raises the question that this rule
makes in order the consideration of bills that sheuld be on the
Private Calendar., Well, the gentleman from Texas, being a
member of the Committee on Agriculture, should have raised
that question in the Committee on Agriculture rather than now.
[Applause.] The genfleman from Kentueky [Mr. KiNcHELOE]
should have raised the question in the Committee on Agricul-

ture.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; I can not. The Committee
on Agriculture had jurisdiction of these bills in the Senate, had
jurisdietion of them here, and reported them, and they are on
the Union Calendar.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman tell me which calendar
they should be on?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. This rule makes in order bills
reported by the Committee on Agriculture now on the Honse or
Union Calendar. Even the gentleman from Kentucky shonld
know that the Committee on Agriculture does not report bills
to the Private Calendar. These bills are on the House and
Union Calendars, and the Committee .on Agriculture, as soon
as the rule is adopted, will have the right to call up any bill
which is on the House or Union Calendar, and that is all this
rule provides for.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, T move the previous question on
the resohation.

Mr. LONDON, Mr. Speaker, can the mmendment be offered
now?

The SPEAKER. It can not. The question is on ordering the
previous question.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Would it be in order to meve to re-
commit the rule to the Committee on Rules with instructions
to report the same back with an amendment?

The SPEAKER. Except that the rules do not allow it.

Mr, SNELL. Execept that it is not permissible under the
rules of the House,

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

FILLED MILEK.

Mr. HAUGEN. AMr. Speaker, I call up the hill H. R. 8086,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the bill
H. R. 8086. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 8086) to prohibit the shipment of filled milk in inter-
state or foreign commerce.

Be it enacted, ete., That whenever used in this act—

{a) The term * person’ includes an individual, partnership, cor-
poration, or association ;

(b} The term * interstate or foreign commerce” means commerce

1} between any State, Territory, or possession, or the District of
(‘Jugumbm, anl any place outside thereof; (2) between points within
the same State, Territory, or possession, or within the District of
Columbia, but through any place outside thereof; or (3) within any
Territory or possession, or within the District of Columbia; and

(¢ '{‘ze term “ filled milk " means any milk, cream, or skimmed milk,
whether or not conde , evaporated, concentrated, powdered, dried
or desiceated, to which bhas been added, or which has been blended
or compounded with, any fat or oil other than milk fat, so that the
resulting produet is in imitation or semblance of millk, cream, or
skim milk, whether or not condensed, evaporated, concentrated,
powdered, dried, or desiceated.

S8Ec. 2. It shall be unlawful for any person to manufacture within
any Territory or possession, or within the Distrlet of Columbia, or to
ship or deliver for shipment in interstate or foreign commerce, any
filled milk.

8eC. 3. Any person violating any
convictlon thereof be subject to a
imprisonment for not more than ome year, or both; except that no

nalty shall be enforced far any such violation oceurring within 30
g::ra after this act becomes law. When construing and enforeing the

rovisions of thia act, the act, omission, or failure of any person acting
gor or employed by any individual, partnership, corporation, or associa-
tion, within the scope of his employment or office. shall in every case
be deemed the act, omission, or failure of such individual, partpership,
corporation, or assgociation, as well a8 of such person.

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Speaker, how much time does the
gentleman from Iowa propose for discussion?

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union; and pending that, I ask that the
general debate be limited to—what time would the gentleman
from Arkansas suggest?

rovision of this aet shall upon
ne of not more than $1.000 or
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Mr. JACOWAY. 1 would suggst one hour and a half for Mr. VOIGT., I will say to the gentleman that originally I
each side. introduced the bill H. R. 6215, which was an amendment to the

Mr. HAUGEN, T ask unanimous consent that the debate
be limited to three hours, one half to he controlled by the
gentleman from. Arkansas [Mr. Jacoway] and the other half
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Voier].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that this bill be considered in Committee of the Whole
House on the stute of the Union and that the general debate
be limited to three hours, one half to be controlled by the gentle-
man from Arkansas [Mr, JAcoway] and the other half by the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Voier]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will please
take the chair.

Thereupon the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for consideration of the
bill H. R. 8086, with Mr. Hicks in the chair

The CHAIRMAN The House is in Conunittee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill H. R. 8086, which the Clexk will report,

The bill was again read.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, the time
on this debate is limited to three heurs, one half of the time
under the control of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Voicr]
and the other half under the control of the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr. JAcoway]. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield myself 15 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. . The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog-
nized for 15 minutes.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the object of this
bill which I bhave introduced is to exclude from interstate and
foreign commnierce, and to prevent the munufacture of, in the
District of Columbia and in the Territories and possessions,
an article which is known as filled or oiled milk.

Filled milk is a compound or imitation of milk which has
come onto the market in the United States during the last five
or gix years. The article consists of a combination or com-
pound of condensed skimmed milk and coconut oil. The manu-
facture of this article is carried on in the same factories where
the ordinary evaporated or condensed milk is made; that is,
some of the same people in the country that are making evapo-
rated milk are manufacturing this product as a side line; and
the manufacture of the substitute has assumed such alarming
proportions in the last few years that something should be done
to curb it.

The sale of this article is a fraud upon the public, and it is
a fraud upon the men who are engaged in the milk and dairy
business and in the manufacture of legitimate condensed and
evaporated milk. These people who are making this product
take the whole milk as it comes from the farmer and separate
it, take out the cream, which is the valuable constituent, then
conilense the skimmed milk to about one-half of the volume, and
add coconut oil equal to the quantity of butter fat removed. The
resulting mixture, when the coconut oil and condensed skimmed
milk are emulsified and combined in the factory, is an exact
imitation of evaporated milk. It looks and tastes exactly like
evaporated milk. and the consumer can be easily defrauded into
buying it for the genuine article.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Is that milk injorious or un-
wholesome or deleterious to health?

Mr. VOIGT. I will say that the filled milk is not a poison-
ous. product. but it is a fraudulent product, in that the con-
sumer is not getting what he thinks he is buying.” The evidence
adduced before our committee was overwhelming that the filled
milk was sold on the shelves of the retailers side by side with
the genuine article, and in most cases it was being sold for the
same price. I object to filled milk not so much for what is in
it as for what is not in it.

Milk is by far the one most important food article which
we have. There is no substitute for milk, and the general
health of our people would be immensely benefited if we con-
sumed three or four times as much milk and cheese as we
actually do. We ean not gain anything by permitting people
to put a fraudulent substitute for milk on the market.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question ?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Did the committee hold any hearings on this
bill, H. R. 80867

pure food and drugs aet. That bill I submitted to the Secre-
tary of Agriculture and he objected to it because he did not
approve of specifying any particular food product in. the pure
food and drugs act. But representatives of the department ap-
peared before the committee and expressed themselves in favor
of legislation to eurb the, production and sale of filled milk,
Then, after the hearings were completed, I redrafted the bill
in its present form. The subject matter of heth bills is the
same. I think that will answer the gentleman’s question.

Mr. WALSH. This bill is the result of the hearings, but no
hearings have been held on this particular bill?

Mr. VOIGT. This bill was drafted after the hearings were
closed. It was not necessary to hold further hearings, becaunse
the difference in the bills is largely a matter of form. No one
requested additional hearings.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. If this filled milk is not in-
jurious, deleterious, or unwholesome to health, in view of the
first child-labor law deecision, what constitutional authority have
you for prohibiting its shipment in interstate commerce?

Mr, VOIGT. I do not concede that this filled milk is not in-
Jurious. I shall speak of the constitutional gquestion later omn.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. That is why I asked the gues-
tion a while ago.

Mr. VOIGT. If a small quantity of filled wilk is consumed by
an adult person it will not injure him any mwore than if he con-
sumes a mixture of half milk and half water. But the gentle-
man will coneede that he would not approve of permitting any-
body, to sell such a mixture., Filled milk is positively injurious
to children and will affect the health of an adult if he uses it in
place of milk.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl. That suggests this question :
Can we not remedy that by requiring the manufacturers to place
on the container a statement of the constituent elements of the
filled milk?

Mr. VOIGT. A statement of the constituent elements is now
placed upon the container, but the difficulty is that the manu-
facturers of this article put this filled milk into a container of
the same size and style as the other, and it is put on the shelves
in retail stores side by side with the genuine product, and the
testimony offerc . hefore the committee was overwhelming that
when people went in and asked for evaporated milk, or for a
can of milk, in many cases they were handed this traudulenr.
substitate, which costs the retailer about 3 cents per can less.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi, Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota,
and Mr. DOWELL rose.

Mr. VOIGT. I shall yield for a brief question, but I must pro-
ceed with my statement.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi, Is that the reason for not ship-
ping in interstate commerce?

Mr, VOIGT. That is one of the reasons.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Will the gentleman tell us the
others?

Mr. VOIGT, I am trying to tell the committee as rapidly as
I ean speak what the bill is about and what the objections are
to this substitute. |

Mr. DOWELL. Just one question. What about the nutrition
in filled milk as compared with pure milk?

Mr. VOIGT. I intend to speak about that. I will say to the
gentleman that Doctor MeCollum, of Johns Hopkins University,
who is probably the greatest experi on nutrition in the world,
has conducted something like 4,000 feeding experiments on
animals, and he finds that if rats, for instance, are fed on such
articles as you would have on your table, good wholegome food,
but are left without milk and are fed on this filled milk, they
will die of disease in a very short time. The vitamines which
have been found so necessary for the growth of infants and
children and for the grown body as well are absent from this
filled milk.

Mr, DOWELL. It is not fair to put it in competition with
pure milk. as te the nutritious qualities of it?

Mr. VOIGT. Absolutely not. The vital, growth-producing,
health-giving elements of milk known as the vitamines are
almost wholly lacking in this substitute. Coconut oil contains
no vitamines, nor does any other vegetable oil.

Mr. LAZARO., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VOIGT, I yield briefly to the gentleman from Louisiana,

Mr. LAZARO. Just for a short statement. While the filled
milk does not contain any poison, if an ignorant person gocs to
the store and buys a can of filled milk and feeds it to his
children and does not know that his children are getting milk
that contains no elements of nutrition his children are being
poisoned in an indirect way.
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Mr. YOIGT. That is the point exactly. Anyone feeding this
article to children with the idea that they are getting evaporated
milk is seriously imperiling their health. A child fed on this
substitute will develop rickets, and eye disease, and is liable to
tuberenlosis, because that child is not getting the nutrition con-
tained in normal whole milk.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. I will yield briefly to the gentleman.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. I have been very much inter-
ested in the pamphlet sent out based upon the experiments
made by Professor McCollum, of Johns Hopkins, It shows
that rats fed with this filled milk develop eye trouble. I am
wondering if before the committee there was any contention
made by anyone disputing the conclusions and findings of
Professor McCollum?

Mr. VOIGT. No, sir.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.
disputed.

Mr. VOIGT. The report which the gentleman has in his
hand as to these experiments is absolutely undisputed. If you
will read this pamphlet you will learn just how Professor Me-
Collum made these experiments. There was some question
raised in the committee, and the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. AswgrLL] asked Doctor McCollum if he would experiment
on rats with filled milk. Doctor McCollum made that experi-
ment and here is the result of it. [Showing picture.] It shows
that if rats are fed on good food, such as bread and beefsteak
and articles that you would eat at your table, but instead of
milk are fed this filled milk, they will rapidly decline and die
of disease in a very short time. Here in this pamphlet are the
pictures of two rats of equal age that were taken at the same
time, One of them was fed on evaporated milk and the other
fed on filled milk, but otherwise their diet remained the same.
This rat on the right was fed the substitute and in something
over 100 days grew to only one-half the size of the other one
besides contracting a fatal eye disease which killed it. Take
a look at this picture and you will see the bright eve of the
rat fed on legitimate evaporated milk and then look at fhe

So that the record stands un-

other one, .
Mr, BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. VOIGT., T will.

Mr. BUTLER. I am sure that if T were a rat I would not
want to be fed on this substitute. Has the gentleman the re-
sult of any experiments on a human being?

Mr. VOIGT. 1 have learned of some cases where children
were fed by the parents on filled milk and that physicians found
them in very poor condition.

Mr. BUTLER. It failed to nourish the children?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes, and developed disease in them; but when
the children were fed on a good milk diet they recuperated
rapidly. ;

Mr, McCLINTIO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr., McCLINTIC. Was there any testimony from farm or-
ganizations as to the effect that this legislation will have if it
is enacted info law?

Mr, VOIGT. I will say that every farm organization that
has a representative in the city of Washington is for this bill.

Mr. WILLTAMSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VOIGT. I will,

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Is it not a fact that this filled milk is
sold largely to the poor and ignorant: for instance, on the East
Side of New York, where they are not educated in the grades
of milk?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. Some of the organizations that ave inter-
ested in this legislation sent out observers in the city of Phila-
delphia and in my State of Wisconsin, and they found that in
the good residential sections of cities, where people were able
to read the labels, it was not sold, but they found it in the
stores patronized by the less well to do and foreigners. In some
instances it bas been found in the homes of intelligent people,
wlio never read the label.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. T will

Mr. RAKER. TIn the bill in line 8, page 2. you use the words
“powdered, dried, and desiccated.” What is the difference
between those three terms?

Mr. VOIGT. There is no difference; these words are used
interchangeably by the trade. The idea is to cover all forms
of milk.

Mr. RAKER. The bill provides that if there is any fat
whatever added to the powdered, dried, or desiccated milk, or
other form of milk, even though there is no substance taken
from the milk before it is dried, the bill applies. Suppose you

took 10 gallons of milk and dried it as they do In California,
if you put any fat at all into it the bill applies to that.

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. The bill prohibits the shipment of any
form of milk which has been in any way adulterated with oil
or fat, except butter fat that comes from the cow. That is
necessary for this reason: It was discovered that in the city
of New York men took milk and added coconut oil because it
gave it a creamy consistency and sold the article for ecream.
There was a concern organized in Philadelphia to manufacture
this so-called cream.

Mr. RAKER. Take the cream without any dilution, evapo-
rate it so that it is dried powder; now, if you put in any sort
of material, if you put in any fat except butter fat, under this
bill it would be prohibited from interstate commerce.

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. Did the committee find out that any addition
to the natural cream dried was unhealthy?

Mr. VOIGT, We did not find that that method was being
pursued. I do not know of any manufacturer in the United
States who is doing that. The people who are using coconut
oil are using it as a substitute for butter Tat in milk. They
are not using it except for the purpose of making milk appear
as cream, or skimmed milk as evaporated milk,

Mr. RAKER, This is intended to cut-off the fraud?

Mr. VOIGT. It is.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.

Mr. VOIGT. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What other ingredients do they
use to adulterate milk besides coconut oil?

Mr. VOIGT. I understand oceasionally a small amount of
peanut oil is used, but that is rather negligible,

There is a great incentive on the part of the retailer to sell
this in preference to the genuine. The evidence before the
committee showed that the ingredients in a pound can of this
substitute cost the manufacturer a fraction less than 2 cents,
whereas the milk for a pound of legitimate evaporated milk
costs about 3 cents more.

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr., BUTLER. Is there no law
fraud can be avoided?

Mr. VOIGT. No.

AMr. BUTLER. And it requires a bill of this kind?

Mr, VOIGT., Absolutely. I will say that I think the spirit
of the pure food law covers this article, but the manufacturers
escape by using a frade name instead of calling it milk. The
act provides that an article of food shall be considered adulter-
ated—
if any substance has been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce
or lower or injurionsly affect its guality or strength—

Or—
if any substance has been substituted wholly or in part for the article—
COr—
if any valuable constituent of the article has been wholly or in part
abstracted—

And shall be considered misbranded—
if 1t be an Imitation of or offered for sale under the distinctive name of
another article.

But the manufacturers escape under a proviso to section S
that an article shall not be considered adulterated or mis-
branded—
in the case of ¢ * * compounds ¢ * ¢ qnder their own dis-
tinctive names, and not an imitation of or offered for gale under the
distinctlve name of another article.

The manufacturers use the same size cans as for evaporated
milk, and put on such names as “ Hebe,” * Carolene,” * Enzo,”
# Qilver Key,” " Nutro,” and * Nyko.”

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. How much peanut oil is used in the prepara-
tion with the coconut oil?

Mr. VOIGT. A very small quantity; I do not know how
much. The manufacturers of the substitute extract the cream
and take the same quantity of coconut oil to replace it. For
instance, they will take out of the milk 7 or 8 per cent butter fat
and then substitute 7 or 8 per cent by weight of coconut oil.
The butter fat extracted from the milk is worth 40 or 50 cents
a pound, while coconut oil can be purchased for from 8 to 10
cents a pound.

Mr, NORTON. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes,

Mr NORTON Are not all of these cans labeled with exactly
what they contain?

Will the gentleman yield?

existing by which that
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Alr. VOIGT. Yes; but they are labeled in a fraudulent way,
because they do not tell the consumer that the valuable part of
the milk has 'been extracted,

Mr. NORTON. But they do tell exactly what is contained
in it.

Mr. VOIGT. From n technical standpoint they do, but there
is not one individual in ten thousand, after he sees the label,
who knows what is in the can.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. These things are in fine print.

Mr. VOIGT. I have here a full-page advertisement of
“ Nutro ” in the Chicago Tribune, This advertisement says:

Nutrve is a delicious and nutritious new milk product. It is prepared
in the rich dairying districts of Wisconsin and Indiana, and made of
¥ure. fresh cow's milk with the animal fats extracted and essential

ood values replaced by a refined, rich, sweet, purely vegetable coco-

nut fat.
Nutro is pure, delicious, wholesome. Tt is red in model econden-
¢ Roun! strength, with the

gerles from pure cow's milk evaporated to dounble
animal fats extracted and them enriched with sweet, edible, highly
refined coconut fat, ‘

I submit that the reader gets the impression that Nutro is a
better article than -evaporated milk. Butter fat is referred to
as * animal fat,” and it is claimed that pure cow’s milk is evapo-
rated to double strength.

The manufacture of this compound has been growing at an
alarming rate, as will appear from the following figures fur-
nished by the Bureau of Markets:

1620 1019 1018 1017
Evaporated, t ar full skimmed
modified with foreign fat (case
= e £4,044,000 | 62,262,225 | 50,610,163 | 30,488, 262
vaporated, past or full skimmed
modified with foreign fat (bulk :
A R T e 2 517,000 | 2,748,120 3,851,007 | 4,543,640

Tn 1920 nearly 8,000,000 pounds of coconut oil were used in
the manufacture of the compound, taking the place of fhat
many pounds of butter fat sorely needed for the nutrition of
our people and injuring the market of the American farmer.
It is unfair to our farmers to put them into competition with
this inferior product produced by oriental labor and handled
by very unclean methods, The manufacturers of filled milk
stated before the committee that the business was in its in-
fancy, and it is high time that it is wiped out altogether.

The argument iz made that filled milk is a poor man's food be-
canse it is sold for less money than the genuine article. There
is nothing to this argument, because the evidence shows that
in very many stores the two articles are sold for the same price,
But assuming that the poor man can buy a can of this stuff
for 8 cents when he would have to pay 10 or 11 cents for evapo-
rated milk, he is defrauded nevertheless, because he is not get-
ting 8 cents’ worth and is probably injuring the health of his
family.

The superiority of the white race is due to at least some ex-
tent to the fact that it is a milk-consuming race. Natives of
trapical countries who use the products of the coconut are
stunted in body and mind. T believe that one reason why they
are inferior is that they do not use the milk of cows or other
animals. We owe a great deal to the dairy cow, a great deal
more than the general public gives her credit for. We can not
afford to injure the dairy industry; if we do it, we injure the
Nation. The dairy industry not only supplies us with an abso-
lutely necessary article of food but it maintains the fertility
of our soil, and anything that we do to encourage the dairy
industry is a direct benefit to the Nation. Doctor McCollum
testified as follows before our committee:

There is no question but what milk is the only food for which there
is no effective substitute. It is not a question of whether there is some
food value in skimmed milk, as to whether we can not get along in
some peculiar situation, that one might not get along if a suitable
amount of eggs were included in the diet every day. If is not a ques-
tion whether technically you can bring before a legislative committee
of this sort a situation which might work in a satisfactory mannoer
withont this food. But this is the point, that we are educated to use
milk. We are a people who for hundreds of erations have depended
upon dairy products as a prominent article of our diet. 'We know how
to use it, and we like it. We have an agricultural industry which can
not remain a nent one—thére can be no permanent system of
agriculture without an animal indpstry to go with it. * * = We
have no deposits of phosphorus and no adeguate deposits of calcium
that will meet the agricultural peeds of this country for fertilizer.
# ® * There is no similar property—vi in any vegetable
oil, including coconut oil and cottonseed oil, comparable with what
you find in butter fat. * * ] guarantee that any infant that is
fed for a few weeks on one of these milk substitutes will develop
rickets, * "¢ = ¥ suggestion is that we do everything that Is in
our power to maintain at its full tide an industry so important as the
dairy industry, and to bring the American cow into competition with a
coconut grove is an injustice,

This bill has been indorsed by hundreds of dairying and

farming organizations, by organizations of consumers, and

others who are interested in the welfare of the people. It is
also indorsed by practically every dairying and farming publi-
cation in the United States. Some of the leading organizations
‘indorsing it are as follows:

National League of Women Voters.

National Congress of Mothers and Parent-Teachers' Associations.

National Grange.

American Farm Bureau Federation,

National Board .of Farm (Organizations.

Farmers' Fdueational .and Cooperative Union of America.

Farmers' National Congress.

National Agrienltural 31 anization Society.

National Conference on Marketing and Farm Credits.

National Dairy Unlon,

Pennsylvania ﬁ!ural Pro%reas Association.

Farmers' Soclety of uity.

Federation of Jewish Ifarmers of America.

American Association for Agricultural Legislation.

Intermountain Farmers' Association.

Farmers' 'HEquity Union.

Ameriean Society of Equity.

National Milk Prodﬁvzlers'} Fedgrsngfn. by

Dairymen's ne.) an rymen's League Cooperative Asso-
muou’ﬁnc.).%st in the wu-rld“.) s

New England Milk Producers’ Association, Woodbury, Conn.

Interstate Milk Producers’ Association.

Maryland and Virginia Milk Producers’ Association.

The Milk Producers’ Assoclation of the Chicago Distriet,

Dairymen's Cooperative Bales Co.

National Agricultural Conference.

National Dairy Counell.

American Jersey Cattle Club.

Milwaukee Milk Producers’ Assoviation.

Wiseansin State Union, American Soclety of 'Equlg.

Northeastern Dodge County Cow Feeding Association, of Wisconsin.

Cheese Producers’ Federation, of Plymeuth, Wis.

Wisconsin Dairymen’s Protective Association.

The Legislature of Wisconsin at its 1921 session passed a
joint resolution memorializing Congress to pass the Voigt bill.

Some question has been raised as to the constitutionality of
this bill. I have given this matter very careful consideration
and have also had the benefit of the advice of competent law-
yers. Judge J. W. Bryan, of Baltimore, an authority on consti-
tutional law, in an exhaustive opinion, declares the bill consti-
tutional. T can not take the time to discuss the legal question,
but refer anyone interested to the following decisions:

Lottery Cases (188 [J. 8. 321).

Hoke v. United States (227 U. 8. 308).

McDermott v. Wisconsin (228 U, 8. 115).

Eckmnan Alterative Cases (239 U. 8. 510).

Hebe Case (248 U. 8. 207).

Quite a number of States have already passed laws outlawing
or imposing severe restrictions on the sale of filled milk, Such
States are Utah, Maryland, Florida, California, Colorado, Con-
necticut, Orezon, New York and New Jersey have very recently
passed laws prohibiting its manufacture and sale. Wisconsin
passed such a law at the last session of the legislature. This
law is now being itested in the Supreme Courf, and I have no
hesitation In saying that its constitutionality will be upheld.
There are prospects of further State legislation, It is the judg-
ment of ull dairying and farm organizations represented in
Washington that with the State legislation and the enactment of
this bill into law we shall have a remedy which will effectually
outlaw filled milk,

[Note.—The bill passed the Honse on May 25, 1922, by a vote
of 250 to 40.]

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswerL].

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is discouraging to me to see
80 good a man as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Voier]
permit himseif to be used in behalf of such flagrant, sectional,
vicious class legislation as that which is proposed by this bill.
If I were in favor of this sort of legislation I could not support
the bill because unquestionably it is unconstitutional. Its pro-
posals are monstrous. The gentieman from Wisconsin in his
closing remarks made the amazing statement that this mill
compound is so labeled that not one person in 10,000 could read
it and understand what it means. 1 hold in my hand a can
of the so-called filled milk. This is the Hebe compound. This
is made of peanut oil and skim milk. Six months ago when
the hearings were being held on this question it appeared that
generally coconut oil was used. T then mude a request of
the manufacturers of these milk compounds to experiment in
their chemistry departments to ascertain whether our domestic
oils could be used. They have experimented with peanut oil,
cottonseed and sunflower seed. They made a perfect success of
the peanut and the cottonseed oils, and are still experimenting
with the sunflower oil, T unsed this particular ean which T hold
in my hand for baking purposes in my home during the past
week to test it. It is a perfect milk compound of peanut oil
and skim milk, The gentleman is mistaken about the label.
There could not be any fraud. This is the label, and you can
read it across the room.
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Mr, VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASWELL. In a moment, The label states that it is a
compound of evaporated skimmed milk and vegetable fat; that
it contains 7.8 per cent of vegetable fats, 23 per cent total solid.
Then the label in letters that you can read from your seats says
that it is for cooking and baking, and then we find the statement
in large letters, “ Do not use in place of milk for infants.”
Every can has that label under the present pure food law, and
where any deception or fraud could be practiced is beyond my
comprehension. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin,

Mr. VOIGT. Is that a can of the Hebe milk?

Mr. ASWELL, Yes.

Mr, VOIGT. Was it not testified before the Agricultural
Committee that the manufacturers of this very produet had
changed their label about six or seven times?

Mr. ASWELL., They may have changed it in the develop-
ment of their product, but this is the established label now
adopted by that company,

Mr. BURTNESS., Was that portion of the label which warns
against the use of the contents as a substitute for milk for
infants on former labels?

Mr. ASWELL. It was.

Mr. BURTNESS., It is the gentleman's contention that it
has been put on the label of the product of this compiny from
the beginning?

Mr. ASWELL. T have not followed the history of it from the
beginning, but since it has been developed into s real business,
prosperous enough to put the fear of the Lord into the Butter
Trust, it has had that label.

Mr. VOIGT. I hold in my hand a can of this compound, and
it does not contain any such statement on its label.

Mr. ASWELL. That might be before they had established
and developed the business, but we are dealing with the pres-
ent. In an open fight for the right why do you not come away
from ancient history?

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, I
see now that the gentleman from Wisconsin has found that the
label is on the can.

Mr. RAKER. Where did the gentleman get the information
that this is peanut oil ? :

Mr. ASWELL. With the permission of the House, I would
like to file a letter in respect to that. I had the experiment

made,
PEANUT OIL USED.
CHICAGO, April 22, 1692,

My Deir MR, ASWELL : Immediately following the hearing before the
House Committee on Agriculture at Washington last summer on the
Volgt bill, and in line with your suggestion, eour laboratory began to
experiment with peanut oil in the manufacture of an “evaporated
gkimmed-milk compound.

In the manufacture of such a compound it is imperative that the
vegetable fat used be absolutely neutral as to flavor and odor. After
exhanstive inquiries we found that a peaunt fat which would fit our
requirements was not obtainable—not even in small amounts necessary
for making laboratory experiments. We then p ed to equip our
laboratory with the a ratus necessary to refine nut fat to a point
where the objectionable flavors of the peanut had been practically
eliminated. As soon as this had been accomplished, and we were gble
to produce a higher refined fat than was obtaipable from the refiners
of peanut oil, we commenced to manufacture a compound in the labora-
tory with the peanut fat, and we found our path beset with many dif-
ficulties which could only be solved by continuous experimentation. all
of which consumed much fime.

After we had produced a satisfactory preduct in the laboratory, it
was then necessary to manufacture a batch of the new product on fac-
tory scale and hold this batch in our warehouse for several weeks to
ascertain if the finished product on aging would develpp any flavors
which would make it unfit for commerecial use,

As T advised you in my night letter of yesterday, we are satisfied
that we have produced a satisfactory product, and that this belief will
be fully confirmed on the termination of our experiments, which should
be concluded in the next month er two. )

The referee appointed by the Supreme Court of the State of Wiscon-
sin to take tes mon{ in the case brounght Eg this co:rmanr to test the
constitutionality of the law which prohibited the manufacture and sale
of Hebe, passed last summer by the legislature of that BState, found
from the evidence that Hebe is a wholesome and nutritious article of
food for adults and children in the same sense that bread, meat, and
potatoes are wholesome., He glso found there was nothing deleterious
to health in the product.

You will be interested in knowing, I am sure, that Professor Me-
Collum, who appeared before-this committes on the hearings on the
Volgt bill, was the star witness for the State in this case.

No exceptions were taken by the State to the findings of the referee
458 repor teg by him to the supreme court. This case was argued before
the supreme court on April 15, but no decislon has been handed down
as yet. We look for & decision on or about May T.

s Hebe is an admittedly wholesome nutritious article of food, hon-
estly labeled, and economical in its use, there would seem to be no just
basiz for denying to it the channels of interstate commerce,

The argunment which has been freely advanced by the proponents of
the bill that the legislation is fully ‘}usttﬁed for the reason that the
dairy farmer should not be compelied to compete with the * coconut
cow " of the Bouth SBea Islands, has been rendered ineffective by reason
of our dismver‘y that a commercially successful product can be pro-
duced by substituting peanut fat for coconut fai.

It needs no argument to substantiate the statement that this new
nse discovered for nut fat wil give the peanut industry in this

* country a great impetus and contribute materially to the prosperity of

that section of the countrg which grows peanuts. Tt 1is dlmcnlé to

belleve that Congress would pass a bill, the effect of which would be

to benefit the producers of a raw material produced in one section of

It;;éeti«:ountry to the detriment of producers of a raw material in another
01,

If the product was not a wholesome, nutritious article of food, and
was not being advertised, labeled, and sold for what it really 18, we
would have no right to protest against the grposed legislation, but
it does seem that the power of Congress should not be directed against
us for the sole reason that the class of people engaged in the manu-
facture of a competing production have an ambition to destroy com-
petition,

L ]

- . L ] - L ] L
With ihe assurance of my confinued high personal regard, T am

ours truly,
PavrL R. McKxe.

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman says that the bill is unconsti-
tutional. Upon what grounds?

Mr. ASWELL. Because the bill starts out with the blunt
statement that milk compounds shall be prohibited from being
manufactured and shipped through interstate commerce, and
gives no reason whatever for it. No claim is made that filled
milk is unwholesome or injurious to health, nor that it is sold
fraudulently. Its provisions are ridieulous.

Mr. VOIGT. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASWELL. Yes

Mr. VOIGT., Did the gentleman or any other member of the
committee raise that point while the hearings were being held?
?id ;.he gentleman then claim that the bill was unconstitu-
ional?

Mr. ASWELL. I did, and I put it in my minority report. 1
am sorry vou have not studied it,’

Mr, VOIGT. Was the question raised in the committee?

Mr, ASWELL. Absolutely. I raised it myself,

Mr, VOIGT. I do not reecall it.

Mr. ASWELL, Mr, Chairman, this proposed bill on the sub-
jeet of filled milk, which has been discussed by the gentleman
from Wisconsin, is to my mind a very serious one, because it
involves the fundamental principles of government. I think
most of the gentlemen on the Republican side in the last can-
paign made the solemn pledge to the American people that
there would be less government in business, The purpose of
this bill is not only to put the Government in business, but to
put the Government into the business of putting out of business
legitimate business. T want to make an assertion and prove it
by the hearings, that the proponenis of this bill, namely, the
dairy interests of certain sections of the country, have one
definite purpose, and that is to remove competition from their
own business. In the hearings a Mr. Larson, of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, advocating the bill and speaking for the
Butter Trust, made an amazing admission. After a long and
tedious hearing the following occurred:

Mr, AswrLL. Then, according to your statement, if these gentlemen
would promise not to increase their business you would not object to
their manufacturing what they are manufacturing?

Doctor LARSON, g‘mm the standpoint of that ;ﬁnciple‘l

AMr. AswgrrL. If they would promise not to increase it any, vou
would be satisfied?

for Larsox. If they dld not increase It, from the standpoint of the
dairy lndnst% it would mot be a serious thing. As I said before, they
are makin ,000,000 pounds of this product to-day, and we are pro-
ducing 1,600,000,000 pounds or more of evaporated milk, But the
point is, it is growing so very rapidly,

This whole question is an effort to have the Congress step
in and protect the private dairy business by shutting out their
competitors in other legitimate business, It is monstrous that
the Congress should be asked to destroy business in which mil-
lions of dollars have been invested, merely for the purpose of
more profit to the dairy business competing with them. The
purpose of the bill is to shut out competition with the dairy
industry, which has here the most powerful organized lobby
in the world,

Mr. RAKER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ASWELL, Yes.

Mr, RAKER. The gentleman read certain matter from the
label on the can. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Vorar]
sfid that he had a ecan of this milk in his hand which did not
have that on the label.

Mr. ASWELL. Oh, he admitted
there,

Mr. RAKER., Was it on the gentleman’'s can, T will ask him?

Mr. VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment?

Mr. ASWELL. Oh, the gentleman found it on his can. 1
want to answer the gentleman from Wisconsin now for a mo-
ment in respect to his rat business.

Gentlemen, there are three great specialists in this country
who have equal responsibility for the amazing discovery of
vitamines. Nobody has ever seen a vitamine or tasted one or
heard it, It is something that is supposed to be In certain
foods that makes life. These gentlemen are Doctors McCollum,
of Baltimore, and Sherman, of New York, and Mendel, of Yale,

later that he found it
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Doctor MeCollum came before our committee and made the
assertion that if we fed rats a certain food and some other
rats some other foods some will grow fat and some will grow ill.
This pleture Mr, Voigr has shown you is in harmony with that
description, but I shall in a minute read from Doctor McCollum,
specifically making an assertion on the other side of the ques-
tion. Doctor McCollum made the assertion before our com-
mittee that unless every man in the country should drink a
quart of sweet milk a day he would be underfed and be a runt.

1 remember very distinctly that my friend the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. KiNncHeLoE] resented tlat absurd statement, and
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McLAUGHLIN] called atten-
tion to the fact that with McLavenrin's large family of chil-
dren if they drank as much milk as McCollum demanded, be-
cause the output would be inadequate and the price advanced,
it would cost my friend McLavcHLiN of Nebraska $7.92 a day
for his milk bill. Deoctor McCollum is reputed to be a great
doctor, and I want to present to you his double position before
I am finished with this, He says that the rat that is fed filled
milk alone grows thin and dies, Why, if you feed a baby on
pure butter and nothing else it will die, or if you feed a baby
on ham and nothing else it would die, but he says you must
give the rat the whole milk to save him and make him sleek
and fat., Have you ever seen one of the rats around a farm-
house fat and sleck and skillful and daring? Where did he get
his pep? From whole milk? Where did he get any milk at all?

Mr. VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. VOIGT. I want to say to the gentleman the rat which
is at liberty and not in captivity feeds on other animals and
gefs the blood and the vitamines in that way.

Mr. ASWELL. What other animal does a mouse feed on?

Mr. VOIGT. I can not tell you, but that is the testimony
of Doctor MeCollum.

Mr. ASWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me quote Doctor Mc-
Collum, Here is a letter from Doctor Mendel, of Yale Unl-
versity, the highest authority on the subject, with reference to
this strange entity that is called vitamine. He writes this letter
to Representative JoHN CrLARKE, of New York:

The situation is somewhat as follows: The Investigations of recent
years have demonstrated that In addition te the usual nutriments,
proteins, fats, sugar, and salts, milk contains properties now described
as vitamines. One of these is abundantly associated with the milk fats,
as was first demonstrated by McCollum and by Osborne and myself
several years ago, It is ﬂ‘e?uently called fat-soluble vitamine A. It is
not universally present in foods and It is essential to the welfare of
growing individuals. It is found in eggs, in n vegetables, in various
animal fats—rarely in those of vegetable origin as they are prepared
for the market. Every physiologist admits that growing children should
have some quota of vitamine A; how much is needed is not definitely
known., For infants the Erelembln supply admittedly is whole milk.
However, McCollum ig sauthority for the statement that approximately
half of the vitamine A is present in the nonfat part of the milk—that is,
in skim milk; and another competent scientific investigator, Professor
Sherman, of Columbia, has announced that skimmed milk furnishes im-
portant amounts of vitamine A. I inclose a copy of their published
statements which I happen to have at hand.

Preparations of so-called * filled” milk are emulsions of vegetable
fats In skimmed milk. Coconut oil is common]g used, I believe, in
¥repurl.ns them, These facts are admittedly digestible and nuotri-
ious; so is skimmed milk, which, owing to fostered préjudices, has
been a greatly undervalued article of diet. The milk compounds
should be properly labeled—as should e‘velg' rpackage of food—to tell
the truth. They should not be recommended for use in infant feeding:
on the other hand, no harm can come from the chance use of a quantity
of skimmed milk even by infants. I mention this because the oppo-
nents have spread the impression among gullible persons that the use of
a can of milk compound is a positive menace to the infant which con-
sumes it, Skimmed milk Is not a rank go!son. It is merely not a
fm?]plﬁm food for an Infant; neither is barley water nor * prepared
oos,

I am informed that some of the milk comﬂound packages and adver-
tisements not only give the composition of the contents but specifically
indicate in words that the product is not recommended
feeding. What, then, shall we say of the value of the milk compounds,

roperly marketed in conformity to the pure-food laws, for adult nutrl-
iont I do not see how they can be designated otherwise than as
wholesome food. Indeed, It would be a nuiritional advantage If
skimmed milk were used more widely in culinary practice, 1t greatl
enhances the value of cereals, notably the “staff of life,” bread.
“ Filled” milks enrich them also, adding wholesome fats. No one
knows at present to what extent vitamine A may be N?uired 'h{ adults,
but in any event the latter, using the mixed diet of adult life, are
not dependent on cream for this food factor. It is gquite as reasonable
to object to the sale of polished rice or patent flour; indeed, skimmed
milk ata}d its * compounds " surpass either of these foods in nutritious
properties.

he opponents of *filled " milks (representing a special Induxtry)
have tried to exclude them on the plea of ‘ menace to public health,”
No public health question is involved. The claim is a specious one.
The House bill represents a fight between industrial * interests,” and I
am confident that the medical profession would not admit that any
wholesome food 18 a menace. Life and health are not endangered; on
the contrary, 1 have long believed that our national nutrition would be
benefited if, instead of discarding the milk separated from cream in
the butter indunstry—instead of converting a unique food into roof
aint, etec.—we encouraged the greater use of the nonfat rt of
he milk in the kitchen in the preparation of food, The m com-

gmmds represent a device for conserving food exceptional with respect
o protein, vitamines, and particularly salts of lime which so few natu-
ral foods contain and which many persons really need. The by-
froducts of butter production should be conserved. Has not agricul-
ure been blinded to the importance of the nonfat parts of milk for
nutrition? Are ﬁ!ou ready to sanction economic waste of food by a
new form of prohibition on the iovalid plea of harmfulness to chil-
dren who do not make use of the product?

He goes on to say in conclusion of a long statement that this
entity or this quality called vitamine is always in skimmed
milk. This is an established fact by all the great physicians
and surgeons who investigated this question. Now, again
listen to this:

Several years ago McCollum stated In a brief note that fat seluble A
is about thirty times more soluble in fat than in water, in which case
skimmed milk will contain about half as much of this vitamine as
whole milk. On the other hand, Mellanby, studying experimental rieck-
ets In pupples, and Hess and Unger in their studies of the clinical role
of the fat soluble vitumine, appear to have assumed that their experi-
mental diets could contain considerable amounts of skimmed milk,
either in fluid or solid form, and still be nearly devoid of the fat soluble
vitamine. According to our experience, skimmed milk contains a very
significant amount of fat soluble yitamine, probably about half as much
as whole milk, as McCollum’s brief statement would Imply.

Our experimental evidence of the presence of significant amounts of
fat soluble vitamine or * vitamine A" in skimmed milk is twofold.
(1) Young rats placed at weaning upon a dlet in which dried skimmed
milk was the sole source of vitamines have grown steadily (though at
less than the maximum rate) for three months or more, frebling their
body weights and remaining free from eye disease and in good general
condition. Buch results in rats of this age can be obtained only on
diets furnishing significant amounts of * vitamine A.” (2) Rats which
had been brought to the typleal condition of declining body weight and
characteristic eye disease due to deficiency of fat soluble vitamine in
their food have been cured by the feeding of skimmed milk powder.
(A third type of experiment may be mentioned which, while it would
not be conclusive alone, affords interesting confirmation. Rats which
have failed to grow upon a diet of white bread grew with extraordinary
rapidify for some time (though not to full adult size) when the bread
was supplemented by dried skimmed milk only. The latter of course
supplemented the bread in several ways, but unless the skimmed milk
had furnished important amounts of fat soluble yitamine such rapid and
extensive growth wonld hardly have been possible.)

That was a statement unqualified by the highest authority in
this land on this subject. And so, gentlemen, this effort is
made here before thiz Chamber to push through a bill for the
benefit of the special dairy business, and to try to push it
through by the tail of a rat is absurb and ridieulous and should
not be] recognized by intelligent people. [Laughter and ap-
plause.

Mr. OLIVER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASWELL. I will yield.

Mr. OLIVER. Did the gentleman ascertain whether a single
State of the Union has passed a law prohibiting the sale of
this product?

Mr. ASWELL. Some few of the States have.

Mr. OLIVER. Was any consideration given to limiting the
bill to the importation of this product into those States where
its sale was forbidden?

Mr. ASWELL. None whatever, but I will say to the gentle-
man from Alabama that the passage of this bill, if constitu-
tional, would in no way affect the States because factories in
any State of the Union could do an intrastate business.

Mr. OLIVER. Was any testimony submitted that this prod-
uct was poisonous or injurious if used for the purposes you
stated the label on the can had advised it to be used for?

Mr. ASWELL, I will say to the gentleman from Alabama
gladly, that during all the hearings, lasting many days, that
question was raised time after time and the evidence was over-
whelming that this product is not unwholesome, not deleterious,
and not injurious to health, absolutely without question. On
the contrary, it was argued before that committee time after
time that one of the great needs of this country is to encourage
the larger use of milk and milk products. The important fact
here is that the farmers of the country have not been correctly
informed as to the meaning of this bill. The records show
that during the last year this milk compound created a market
for skimmed milk in this country of 200,000,000 pounds, rang-
ing from 35 to 65 cents per hundred pounds, and that these
200,000,000 pounds of food heretofore have been abandoned or
thrown away. Therefore these milk compounds have brought
into use in this country for baking and cooking purposes 200,-
000,000 pounds of skimmed milk not heretofore used at all and
for which there was no market at all.

Mr. BANKHEAD, That would approximate about S$100,-
000,000 a year? £

Mr. ASWELL. At least., And why should the milk-producing
farmer be fooled into supporting this monstrous bill against
his own business?

Mr. GERNHERD, Can you give me the nutritive value of
coconut oil, which is substituted for the butter fat extracted
from the milk? :
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AMr. ASWELL. Go down to the Tropies and you will find
people live largely on it.

Mr. GERNERD. I have not heard anything in the hearing
that told me anything about the value of coconut oil as a sub-
stitute for fat,

Mr. ASWELL. Can you tell the value of lard and tallow
from the cow, and all that sort of thing?

Mr. GERNERD. I think that is beside the guery I have
made, because that is not entering into the manufacture of
condensed milk.

Mr, ASWELL. Gentlemen, the proposition is this: If you
propose to prohibit the sale and manufacture of milk com-
pounds, you must in honor bound proceed at once to prohibit
the manufacture and sale of lard compounds and patented and
mixed flours, because they have the same relation to publie
health. These milk compounds sell on an average of 3 cents
a can cheaper than the other. And I am convinced, gentlemen
of this committee, that any man at this time and in this crisis
in our country's history who would shut away from the poor
people of the country any kind of wholesome food must shudder
with responsibility for the results that are to follow. Any
man who will advance the price of food products now is
treading upon dangerous ground, and that is what is proposed
to be done here.

Mr. KETCHAM. Do I understand the gentleman to carry
the impression to the committee that this product is sold at a
cheaper price?

‘Mr. ASWELL. It is.
cents a can less.

Mr. KETCHAM. I would be very glad to submit observations
to the contrary.

Mr. ASWELL. Your observations will not avail anything
when you have the testimony of the people who sell it.

Mr. KETCHAX. I have evidence on the other side.

Mr. ASWELL. All right; produce it. [Applause.]

[Editorial from the Detroit News, Angust 26, 1921.]
THOSE SEKIMMED MILK BILLS.

Pendingubefom Congress are several bills designed to prevent or dis-
courage production of compounds of skimmed milk and vegetable
fats. These had their origin and are finding active support in the
organized dairying interests, but they sbould be given consideration
by consumers generally.

The arguments are not new. About the same line of charges have
been made against oleomargarine. Brought to absolute sincerity, the
dairy people would probably have to admit that their greatest solici-
tude is for their profits. Rut they lay much larger stress upon the
supposed menace to public health,

This contention is not vee? well sustained. Dr. Lafayette B. Mendel,
of Yale University, is quoted as saying : * The opponents of filled milks
have tried to exclude them on the plea of menace to the public health,
The claim is a specions one. The House bill represents the fight be-
tween industrial interests, and I am confident that the medical pro-
fession would not admit that any wholesome food is a menace. [
have long contended that our national nutrition would be benefited if,
instead of discarding the milk separated from the cream in the butter
industry, we encourage the greater use of the nonfat part of the milk in
the kitchen in the preparation of food.”

Of course it will be admitted that most people prefer unskimmed
and unfilled milk to skimmed milk reinforced with coconut oil, Most
Eeople like butter better than oleomargarine. But many people can not

ave everything they prefer. And Congress has no business to hinder
the gmduction of food acknowledzed to be wholesome hecause the com-
petition of its manufacture endangers the high prices of other foods
acknowledged to be of superior quality.

[From the New Orleans States, May 4, 19822.]

VITAMINES FOUND IN ORDINARY FOOD—DOCTOR HOLT SAYS DON'T—PROPLE
HAVE BECOME UNDULY EXCITED.
(By John Goldtrom.) -

WasHINGTON, May 4.—The vitamine theory is a passing fad, and all
the encrgizing 31131 ties the average persom requires are coutained in
ordinary food, Dr. L. Emmet Holt, of New York, told the Congress of
American Physicians and Surgeons.

Doctor Holt said that while the study of vitamines had been of
value to the medical profession in determining their places in dietetics

e deplored ¢ cinlization of special foods which has followed
the ﬁblicity ven the subject.

“The recent stressing of the importance of vitamines in food is a
fad which will pass and the medieal profession should not be carried
away by it said Doector Holt. “ ore vitamines it was autointoxi-
cation, and now we have been blaming our troubles om the lack of
vitamines in certain foods. Practically all the common foods contain
all the vitamines the average person needs.”

COTTONSEED (!4

The record shows the average is 3

Arcric Ice CreEAaM Co.,
Detroit, Mich., April 22, 1922,
Hon. JAMES B. ASWELL,
Washington, D. O,
DeAr MRr. ASWELL:
- - » ® » L] .

We were able to ger a small quantity of hydrogenated cottonseed oil
which seemed to work out very satisfactorily, but the manufacturer
of this oll was only able to give us an experimental quantity. He
stated * * * that it would be six or eight months before he wonld
bave the necessary equipment installed to furnish us with sufficient

quantities of this produet. From the limited tests which we made of
the hydroﬁanat?d cottonseed oll it seremed to be entirely satisfactory
and we think we will be able to use this product.

Just at the t time we are experimenting with the addition of
various guantities of egz yolk to our compound milk. The ohject m
ldd!.ngh]t e egg yolk is to supply the fat soluble vitamines which the
dairy interests claim are lacking in compound milk. The olk is
very rich in fat soluble vitamines, considerably more so Umnegﬁ

T fat
and it was eur thought that by adding a small percenta of egg‘-
yolk to our compound milk we could provide the necessary fat soluble

vitamines and offset all the elaims of our opponents as to the milk
suitable as whole evaporated k for the purposes of

E-

It is not our intention to sell this new product for purposes of infant
feeding. We will continue selling compound milk for cooking and
lnhnﬁ purposes as we have been doing, but we will be able to meet
the gv{tections of the dairy interests by proving that our milk is forti-
fied with the fat soluble vitamines which they claim are necessary. So
if all this produet is used for infant feeding it will be just as satis-
factory from a nutritional standpoint as the regular whole evaporated
milk. As a matter of fact, though very little evaporated milk of an
kind is used for infant feeding, the sweetened condensed milk is usei
almost entirely for this purpose,

We have been in the business for some time, and the first use of
compound milk for infant feeding we ever heard of came to light im
Pittsburgh just recently. Our es manager happened to he there on
a triP and one of our broker salesmen asked him why we put the
warning on the label, “ Do not use in place of whole milk for infant
feeding.” Our sales manager replied that it is claimed by some ple
that compound milk is not suitable for that purpose and that in the
absence of more definite information we advised against its ase. The
salesman then replied that in calling on the retail trade a grocer had
asked him about this nse of compound milk and told him he knew of
a certain woman in the neighborhood who had ralsed her ngster
on our compound milk and that he certainly was a healthy-look young-
ster. Out of curiosity we investigated the case. The child’s mother
told us she had raised the infant on *“ Carolene™ and that he was

'rfectly healthy and normal in every rﬁ;pect Our sales manager,

r. Carroll, brought back a photograph of him, and he certainly is
the picture of health, Nevertheless, we do not sell our milk for pur-
¥ases of infant feeding. No form of canned milk should be used for
1hat m;%ose. and very little evaporated whole milk or compound milk
s 8o used.

On the other hand, a congiderable quantity of sweetened condensed
milk is used, and the Borden Co., who are active in supporting this
bill, have built up a considerable business from the wuse of their
“ Bagle” brand sweetened condensed milk for this purpose. We ecan
get any number of nutritional experts who will tell us that Borden’s

Bagle” brand sweetened condensed milk is a very poor infant feod
and that the large excess of sugar confained in it i8 very apt to result
in digestional disorders in infants. We feel they are doing infinitely
more harm to the youth of the Nation in advertising and pushing the
gale of their sweetened condensed milk for infant-feeding purposes than
ean ever result from the use of eompound milk.

We are going to have a feeding test conducted using our mew com-
pound milk, containing egg vyolks and regular whole evaporated milk,
and compare results. Our chemists tell us they are certain the new
compound milk will prove to be just negoad. if not better, as a growth-

romoting food than regular evaporated milk. We are going to have
hese tests run by two different independent laboratories, but it will
be some time before the results will available.
- L] - - L] - -
Yours truly,
CaroLENE Propvers Co.,
By GLex P. Cowan.

CHICAGO, April 28, 1922,
Hon. J. B. AswELL,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

Drapr Mnr. ASWELL: 1 just received a copy of one of the latest books
on the subject of vitamines. It is entitled * The Vitamines,” aud is by
H. C. Sherman, professor of food chemistry, Columbia University, and
8. L. Bmith, specialist in biological and food chemistry, United States
Department of A?’iculture. Both of these men are considered authorl-
ties in the field of biological chemistry.

On 182 of this book they comment on the fat soluble vitamine
content of skimmed milk as follows:

“1t iz important to note that milk contains much more of the fat
soluble vitamine than iz contained in its fat globules. According to a
brief statement made by McCollum, the vitamine A in a given volume of
milk is about equally divided between the fat globules and the agueous

ortion. This would mean that skimmed milk will contain about one

If a8 much vitamine A as whole milk, and dry skimmed milk will be
about one-third as rich in vitamine A as is butter fat. Sherman, Mac-
Leod, and Kramer (lﬂ‘zsgr[:roceedlngs Boe. Exptl. Biol. Med,, vol. 17,
p. 41), while not mea ng quantitatively the relative amounts in
whole and skimmed milk, have confirmed the fact that skimmed milk
is an important seurce of vitamine A, thongh, of course, by no means
eonilgnmhle with whole milk in this respect.”

is is of particular interest to me, in that the statement ivrevioualy
made by McCollum is corroborated by Sherman, MacLeod, and Kramer.
Compound milk, of course, has all of the water soluble B and C vita-
mines which regular whole evaporated milk contains, and according to
the above approximately one-half of the fat soluble A vitamines, It
would seem, then, by the addition of a quantity of egg yolk, which is
known to be very rich in fat soluble vitamine A, we can make our com-
pound milk just as valuable from the vitamine standpoint as is regular
whole evaporated milk.

. Ed L] ] - L]

®
We are arranging now to get the feeding experiments started, and
as soon as the resnlts are available I will send them to you,
Yours truly,
CArOLENE PRODUCTS CO.,
By GrLex P. COwan.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimons consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,
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Mr, VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to extend my re-
marks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recomn. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr, VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr, HATGEN]. .

Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Chairman, the object of the legislation
proposed in the so-called filled milk bill, now before the House,
is to suppress fraud and deception by prohibiting the manufac-
fure and shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign com-
merce, a counterfeit generally conceded to be a gross menace
to public health, especially to that of infants and invalids. The
manufacture and use of filled milk, the bogus milk, has re-
sulted in undernourishment and faulty diet, and has undoubt-
edly caused much disease and loss of life,

According to the testimony printed in the hearings, the busi-
ness of making filled milk is profitable and flourishing. Accord-
ing to figures furnished the Bureau of Markets, the manufac-
ture of the substitute has increased from 30,488,267 pounds in
caze goods in 1917 to 54,044,000 in 1920, about 275 per cent.
Bulk goods decreased from 4,540,640 pounds to 2,517,000 during
this period, a net increase in the production in three years of
51,532,098 pounds. According to the statement of Mr. McKee,
representing the Hebe Co., that company has about 22 plants
in the States of Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Californin, Colo-
rado, Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and New
York, scattered from the Pacific to the Atlantic coast,

The process of manufacturing this product is simple, The
cream or butter fat is withdrawn from the whole milk and coco-
nut fat is substituted in iis place, This i done at a low ex-
pense, The profit to the manufacturer is largely in removing
and gelling the butter fat, the superior product, which is now
selling at about 42 cents a pound, and importing the coconut
fat, the present price of which is from 9 to 12 cents a pound,
and substituting it for the butter fat removed. This, at pres-
ent prices, nets a profit of 30 cents a pound on every pound
substituted, or as stated by Mr. McKee in hearings on filled
milk before the Committee on Agriculture:

Mr. McKeR. Out of the amount which it would take to make a case
of mlik—105 pounds. Then the coconut fat which we substitute
for the butter fat costs us 12 cents., That Is the present market
Then the cost of that 8.744 pounds of butter fat would be forty-four
and a fraction cents—about 45 cents. So the gain to nus by the extrac-
tion of the butter fat and the substitution of the coconut oil is a little
over cents a case. To-day the price of evaporated milk in carload
lots in Chicago, where we sell it, is 85. The price of Hebe in Chicage
in carload lots is $2.60. In other words, we get $1.40 more a case for
evaporated milk than we get for the compound, making a difference
in the selling price of the two products of $1.40 (p. 87).

The gentleman from Alabama seems to contend that the value
of one product is equal to that of the other.

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield?
that proposition.

Mr., HAUGEN, The nufritive value of unadulterated milk
and butter fat is well known, both in its use by human beings
and animals. As to the wholesomeness of milk, as compared to
that of the substitute, I refer to the statement of Dr. E. V.
McCullom, of the School of Hyglene and Public Health, Johns
Hopkins University, who, during the last 15 years, has confined
his efforts solely to the study of nutrition problems and is gen-
erally recognized as the greatest authority on the subject. I
quote from Doctor McCullom’s statement before the committee :

Now, gentlemen, during the last 15 years I bave confined my efforts
solely to the study of nutrition problems. Everyone who is compe-
tent to speak on this subject i in accord with every statement which
T have ever made. (P, 2(.)

Mr, Tex Eyck. Does this ?roduct sour the same as other millk?

Doctor McCoLroM. Any milk that has been sterilized does not sour
as ordinary milk sours. The souring of milk iz due to the growth
of the lactic acid produeing organism, and that, of course, iz destroyed
in 1t{lm Igroceas of sterilization. -

¥.

EN Exck. Then it i3 like condensed milk in that respect?

Doctor McCuLroM. Yes. (P, 11,)

L] . L] - L L L]

Doctor MCCOLLUM. There are three substances now commonly known
as vitamines which the diet must contain in order to promole satis-
fuctorf health in any snimal or in any human being. ‘Bhis being the
case, it behooves us to der what foods contain these substances,
the chemieal influence of which we do not know, but the physiological
effects of the lack of which in the diet we fully understxug. {mth rom
human experience and from animal experimentation, It behooves us
to ingunire where we can secure each of these three substances in sat-
isfactory amounts.

All that, genfleman, has. come down to this, that there are only
three kinda of diet which ever have succeeded in the satisfactory nu-
trition of men or animals. One of those does not concern us very
much_ here, but for the sake of completeness I will mention it. That
is the strictly carnivorous diet, the diet where one animal eats another
or where man eats an animal, Some of the American Indians were
carnivorous people., The Eskimos are carnivorous people, There are
n few examples elsewhere, but they form only small groups of the
human family,

I did not make

The second type of diet which succesds is ® * 2  of green leafy
vegetables, of which we eat very small amounts. We do not like these
things ; we never have learned to llke them : amd we are not llkei{ to
come to the unpalatable, unattractive diet which has been forced by
poverty on millions of orientals. .

I might say that this one outstanding feature of the diet of the
oriental people, the consumption of enormous amounts of leafy vege-
tables, such as spinach, letinee, canlifiower, Brussels sprouts, sweet
pato leaf, vines, ete., iz the factor whieh makes those people as sue-
cessful as they are. But how successful are they? Look at the China-
man who does vour laundry and see what he is,  Almost without ex-
ception he is an uudpralaﬂi individual, He is poorly develo physi-
caily, Look at the Japanese—a smull and physically inferior people.
The Japanpese children born in Californla in the last 15 years are
larger in both sexes and in all ages, nolabll\' larger, than are the
children of Japanese born in Jupan., Why? Just because the diet of
America is a better diet than the diet of Japan.

The third type of diet which succeeds iz the diet which In Europe,
in America, and on the plains of Asia has been psed from time imme-
morial. That is the diet consisting of cereals, tubers, legume seeds,
and meats, along with liberal amounts of dairy products. The cook
has in truth been the foster mother of the human race,

- - - . L] - .

Now, gentlemen, look at what exists to-day, There are no finer
people anywhere in the world than the Arabs, the Bedouins of Arabia,
the tribes of the Sahara, who are all milk drinkers. The finest ple
in Furope are the people of Rumania. Bulgaria, and the Balkan States
generaily, of Seandinavia, of Switzerland, Scotfland, and parts o
l-:ngland). those places whers milk and dairy producis form one of the
prominent, the most prominent constituent of the diet (pp. 20 and 21).

AMr. THOMPSON. Yon spoke awhile ago, Doctor, of the great races on
the Asiatic plains that used sour milk ; you used the word “ sour.”

Doctor McCoLnom, Yes, sir,

Mr. TroMmpsoN. I would like a little more light on that subjeet, along
with the buttermilk question.

Doctor McCoLLusm. * * % 1If milk is boiled and some of the constit-
nent elements or acids destroyed, then it rots aml becomes unfit for use.
But if they allow it to Bour, it does not rot and they have the whole-
some sidvantage of its use. There iz no objection to the sour milk
itself ; it is wholesome.

Mr., Taomesos. How about buttermilk?

Doctor McCOLLUM. Buttermili is wholesome, except that buttermilk is
milk from which the fat has been extracted and a certain amount of
sugar in It has been transformed into an acid.

r. TEx EYcK. Does not Luttermilk ereate a certain acid or germ
in the stemach or intestine which destroys other and harmful germs,
and is not that the reason why the Belgians are the longest-lived
people, due to the eating of the curd which creates this helpful germ?

Doctor McCoLLUM. Yes: there are some acids in buttermilk which are
good in other wWays, anyway.

Mr. TEX Eyck. Let me ask you, if milk were not used at all and
vegetable olls substitoted, what effect would it have?

octor McCoLLusm, It would make the interior a skelelon, so to speak,
and affect the life history and longevity of the individual and hasten
the time at which senile characteristics would appear. (P, 36.)

- - & L L L L

the last two vears we have been studying
one of the greatest national health problems; that is, the problem of
rickets in children. Rickets Is fauliy bone growm. 1 ecan not tell you
how frequent it is. Recovery is the rule, but recovery with physical
Inferlority is also the rule. Recovery with more or less physical de-
formity is also the rule. # * TDoctor Hess, one of the famous
physiclans in New York. says that mearly 100 per cent of the children
of New York have rickets, In Baltimore some of the famous specialists
say that from 50 to 680 per cent of our children have rickets in in-
fancy. (P. 50.)
- - - L L E ) »

Doctor McCoLLom. Durin

Doctor MCCoLLUM. We have In this countiry, mostly throughout the
South, a disease called pellagra. Pellagra was discovered in this coun-
try about 1908 or 1909, It had been ularmingly on the increase up to
about two or three years ago, up to 1917, when we found, according
to the Public Health Service representatives, that there were about
170,000 people with that disease, * * *

The great research in pellagra has been done by Dr. Joseph Gold-
berger, of the Public Health Service, He has shown very clearly that
it IS a disease of the undernourished, of the poorly nourished. It is a
disense which the well fed never have, and those who have it in a mild
way, in the early stages, recover on a satisfactory diet, and there is
no other effective treatment for it than satisfactory diet.

L Doetor Goldberger has shown conclusively—and his papers
are in the public health reports—that pellagra disappears from orphan-
ages, from insane asylums, and from hospitals when Pe!! ra patients
are fed on the right kind of diet. In 1916 he produced pellagra experi-
mentally in man. in the ease of 3 or 6 out of 11 volunteers from the
State prison of Mississippi (p, 24).

& L] L L] L] & L]

My, Kmv¢HELoe, The point I am usklnﬂr for Information on is this:
If it ia not deleterious to the health of the individoal—

Doctor MoCornum (interposing:. It is deleterious.

My, KINCHELOE (continuing), When it 1s used in baking, cooking,
and in coffee, if it is not deleterlous when =o used, why shonld the
people who want to use it be deprived of it?

tor McCoLLea, T shonld say that these defects in these substi-
tutes will not take the place of the milk, if we are to have an optimum
diet; if we are to have an optimum diet, you have got to adhere to
the milk, If you take something out of it——

Mr. KINCHRLOE, * ¢ * [ am going to agree with you that it is
not good for Infants.

Doctor McCoLLuM. It is not ﬁuod for adults either.

Mr. EiNcHELOE, You sald awhile ago that it was not deletertous for
use In baking, cooking, and In coffee. 3

Doctor McCoLLGM, It is deleterions,. in so far as it erowds oot other
things that are in the whole milk, and which these substitutes are In-
tended to take the place of (pp. 34, 35).

- - - % # * -

Doctor McCornum. The thing for us to do. gentlemen, Is thiza: We
are as a Nation nmow using approximately half 4 pint of milk per day
per femn' * # &  We should take at least a quart of milk per day,
or its equivalent, and we shouldl reduce our meat comsumption to ap-
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proximately 5 per cent of the total energy value of the diet; whereas
we are now taking from 10 to 13 per cent, according to statistics I
bave gathered in nuimerous boys' schools and other institutions.

Mr. KINCHELOE. What would be your substitute for that meat?

Doctor McCoLLry. The substitnte would be the gquantity of milk
whieh I have described—a quart of milk &er day for every vidual
in the land, half as much meat as we are tak and then the cultiva-

tion of the practice of using green salad dishes just as far as our appe
1{.%&323611;1 our interest in our own physical well-being will permit us to.

Doctor McCornum. To make it as clear to yon as I can, let me sa
that this is not a matter of a gingle expériment; it is a correlation whi
we can make through an experience covering 156 years and coverln%
about 4,000 carefully conducted feeding riments of all degrees o
length from a few weeks to the full span of life of the animals, (P. 23.)

- » - » - L] -

Doctor McCoLLum., My parﬂngh statement,
that there is no guestion but what milk is the only food for which
there is no effective substitute. It is not a question of whether there
is some food value in skimmed milk, as to whether we can not get along
in some peculiar situation, that one might net get along if a suitable
amount of eggs were incinded in the diet every day. It Is not a gues-
tion whether technically you can bring before a legislative committee
of this sort a sitnation which might work in a satisfactory manner
without this food. But this is the mt, that we are educated to use
milk. We are a people who tor hun s of genernf{ons have depended
upon dairy products as a prominent artiele of our diet. We know how
to use it, and we like it. We bave an agricultural industry which can
not remain a permanent one—there can be no permanent system of
agrienlture out an animal industry to go with it. Which animal
industry are you going to maintain?

This is. not a public health aspect in its nearer relations, but in its
fundamental relations it is. How are you going to maintain a per-
manent system of agricolture? Phosphorus and potassium are the
limiting factors in the soil of America. We have no deposits of phos-

horus and no adequate deposits of caleium that will meet the agricul-
ural needs of this country for fertilizer. If we are going to take off
the farms continually the cereals and other crops, If we are going to
remove the wvaluable food from the farm, then we sell the fertility of
our farms. You will be doing then what has been done in New England,
in New York, in Pennsylvania, and is now being done in the North-
western States; you will crop your soils out nntil ttuzfy]'1 will produce no
more until cel elements are put back, because they were robbed

from the soll. (Pp. 32 and 33.)

Doctor Erf, of the Ohio State University, secretary of the Ohio
Dairymen's Association, and their feeding adviser, stated before
the committee:

erimental ca of white mice. As near as
 § gﬁ Eggalal, t;‘lllt::;e rﬂf:te:l:re fed on Hggg weighed about 45 6%ﬂ\mmel!
and those that were fed on milk weighed 182, I think. (P. 165.)

The testimony of Doctor McCollum and Doctor Erf and the
facts ascertained in the many actual experiments should satisfy
all that the use of counterfeit is deleterious to the health of
not only infants but adults as well.

Eleven States have enacted laws restricting the sale of filled
milk—Oregon, California, Utah, Colorado, Wisconsin, Ohio,
New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Florida, and Connecticut.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I have heard what the gentle-
man sald about this fraud that is being practiced, if there is
fraud practiced, but I would like to have the gentleman tell us
where he gets the constitutional authority for prohibiting the
shipment of this food in interstate commerce when it has been
shown by the author of the bill, the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Voior], that it is not injurious or deleterious to human
health, but merely unwholesome. Where do you get your con-
stitutional authority for prohibiting the shipment?

Mr. HAUGEN. Let us settle the first question as to its being
a fraud and injurious to human health,

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. In view of the child labor
law the first decision in the child labor law——

Mr. HAUGEN. When we have settled the first question we
will have no trouble in settling the second—the constitution-
ality of the bill.

Mr. VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi. The gentleman can not deny
that nux vomica will kill a mouse, but will not contend that it
would necessarily kill a human being?

Mr. HAUGEN. If you will turn to the testimony before the
committee, which I have quoted from Doctor McCollum, an un-
questioned authority on this matter, you will find that he states
that it is deleterious to the health of not only infants but adults
as well. The investigation made and the facts ascertained by
Doctor McCollum and Mr. Erf go to show that it is injurious to
health, and if injurious teo health and a fraud, Congress un-
doubtedly has the power to regulate its manufacture and sale
in interstate commerce,

One contention is that the pure food and drugs act requires
the labeling of cans, and if that law is properly enforced no
further legislation is required. Labeling is important, but it is
not sufficient in itself to protect the public health. The labeling
of the cans in which the substitute is sold does not protect the
vast number of people who are unknowingly served with it in
hotels, restaurants, and boarding houses; besides, there are
thousands of people in this country who can not read a label,

tlemen, will be this,
t?n 4

The substitute is bought largely by the ignorant. Many do not
even look at the label, much less read it, when purchasing it
Evidently much of it is labeled to conform with the pure food
;ﬁ(llgé'ngs act, as, for instance, the Hebe, a popular brand, is

Net contents 1 1b. Avoirdupois. Hebe Reg. U. §. Pat. Of.

pg:_.mc%n :fvﬂutp%:;at?dt Skj.ggmd Miik sind Vesﬁfﬁblelrl;at.ﬂ &ntains 7.8
able fat: 25, otal . 2 5
5mm: Chicago—Seattle, U, B:er‘cem: - . T Coniany

And also contains the statement—

For Cooking, Baking, Coffee. Do Not Use In Place of Milk for
Infants.

To this there is no charge made as to mishranding food in
interstate commerce. If not properly labeled, or if misbranded,
the Department of Agriculture could, under the pure food and
drugs act, suppress the practice,

In discussing the matter of properly marking the cans in
which the filled milk is sold and printing a warning on the
containers against the use of the substitute for certain pur-
poistt;.-s, Doctor McCollum had the following to say before the com-
mittee

Mr. KINCHELOR. could they not tected by th i
on here sa inq, i3 n}ﬂi{t do thm:“z? B Br0 YiShe psecition

Doctor McCorLum. That would protect those who are capable of
reading and who take the trouble to interpret the labels, but I am
speaking in behalf of those tens of thousands of uneducated mothers,
of foreign mothers, who are not capable of reading that label. We are
Erotecting the public against poisonous drugs, in so far as it is possible,

y laws and ethical considerations regulating the actions of phar-
macists. That is the best we can do (p. 34).

Undoubtedly much of this substitute is sold as real compound
milk and not as filled milk, and at the same price as the real
article. The following testimony before the committee would
so indicate.

Mr. Excers. I might also add, supplementi hi ark, T
dictating a little toismy stenom%herm%este.l?dnn‘ a!t:r:&%. t'He ﬂﬁ
Just gotten back from a visit to New Hampshire, and the eople he
visited up there were paying 17 cents a can for Carolene and thought
it was a foll evaporated milk, and they were amazed when they found
out that it was not (p. 169).

Mr. Crague. In connection with what the gentleman has stated, I
wish to have it appear in the record that I inquired at a large number
of stores in Washington just to find out the price of Hebe within this
last two weeks, and condensed milk, and almost without exception the
price was the same. I did not go to 156, but I went to quite a large
number of the leading grocers in this city,

£l L ] * * L - *

Doctor LarsoN. Week before last these 156 stores sold the real prod-
uct for 9 cents for the large can and the filled milk for 10 cents (p. 1128).

Another matter worthy of consideration is the importance of
agriculture, its future progress and prosperity, which is the very
foundation of our Nation’s growth and greatness. All wealth
springs from Mother Earth. Our bread basket was essential in
winning the war. All agree that upon the tiller of the soil de-
pends the stability of our Nation and the happiness of our
people. When we turn to the census reports we find that more
than half of the American people live in rural distriets. We
find that more than 6,000,000 farmers and 6,000,000 farm labor-
ers, tilling more than 6.000,000 farms, produced last year 5,600,
000,000 bushels of cereals, which is about one-third of the pro-
duction of cereals in the world, and about 917,000,000 bushels of
wheat, which is about one-third of the wheat produced in all the
world. We have 43,000,000 head of cattle, 23,300,000 milch cows,
giving more than 8,500,000,000 gallons of milk. We have 71.000,-
000 swine, 49,000,000 sheep, and 19,500,000,000 pounds of meat,
pork and mutton, Our factories and mills have for some time
been running on part time, with only 35 per cent production.
This has not caused much disturbance. True, there is an occa-
sional local disturbance here and there. The failure of a crop,
or only a 35 per cent production of erop, would cause not only a
national calamity, but great alarm throughout the world. The
fTertility and productivity of the seil, the yield, and the crops are
dependent upon the dairy cow. Without the dairy, the rejuve-
nating of the soil, we would have a shrinkage in yield and deple-
tion of the soil, and as a result the farms would be deserted.
If so, the dairy and this legislation is not only to the interest
of our 6,000,000 farmers and 6,000,000 wage earners on the
farm, but to all of our people. It is unnecessary to say that
just laws to prohibit the manufacture and sale of the counter-
feit, and an honest enforcement of such laws, are necessary,

In my opinion fraud, made possible by counterfeiting, should
not be tolerated. It should be prohibited in every form. In
my opinion the counterfeiting of milk is just as unjust, if not
more so, as the counterfeiting of gold dollars. Counterfeiting
a $10 gold piece robs the vietim of $10. The counterfeiting of
100 pounds of butter fat, worth $35, by substituting for it 100
pounds of coconut fat, worth $12, and selling the compound at
milk prices, not only robs the victim of $23, but if served to
infants or invalids it may rob him of his child or other member
of his family.

A Com-
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The counterfeit of milk is on a par with the counterfeiting
oleo for butter, We have had much experience with oleo laws.
Thirty-two States, with five-sixths of our total population, en-
acted laws prohibiting the sale of yellow oleomargarine, Ac-
cording to Secretary Gage's report, 5492 dealers were then
engaged in selling the counterfeit oleo in violation of the State
laws. They sold in 18389 in those 32 States 62,825,582 pounds
of yellow oleomargarine made in semblance of butter, while
1,501 dealers sold 16,860,141 pounds in the remaining States.
Towa had a drastic law prohibiting the coloring of substitutes
in imitation of butter or cheese, and requiring that every pack-
age be plainly marked * Substitute for butter,” and that each
sale be accompanied by a verbal notice and printed statement
that the article was an imitation and giving the address of
the maker, and also requiring that the use of the imitation in
hotels and bakeries must be made known by signs. Neverthe-
less, as shown by Secretary Gage's report, three dealers sold
79,927 pounds of yellow oleomargarine in the year 1889 in the
State of Iowa, every pound of it sold in violation of the law
and every pound thus sold displaced a pound of butter and
robhed the dairy producer of his legitimate market. B. P.
Norton, then dairy commissioner of Iowa, stated in a letter:

I have no doubt that we are injured $2,5600,000 every year for the
benefit of the oleomargarine producer and the consumers are not at
all benefited.

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippl. Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. We all believe in just laws and an honest
administration of such laws. We ean not be contented with
anything else. Legislation not to deprive an individual, corpo-
ration, or interest of a single dollar honestly acquired, but
legislation to promote progress, prosperity, and happiness to
all our people, to see to it that nobedy is imposed upon, that
all are given adequate protection against counterfeiting, re-
sulting in frand and deception; yes, against any invasion on
the part of unscrupunlous interests in order that we may have
the fullest development of every worthy and legitimate enter-
prise, certainly legislation to protect the health and lives of
our people. [Applause.]

I ask unanimous consent to incorporate in my remarks ex-
cerpts from the hearings,

’I‘lligdGHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
exp »

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr, Chairman, to
revise and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest? *

There was no objection.

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, T yield five minutes to the
gentlemarn from Louisiana [Mr. Lazaro].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is ree-
ognized for five minutes.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr, Chairman, I think we ought to have
more people here to hear the discussion, I make the point of
order that there is no quorum present.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] Ninety-six Members are present—not
a quorum.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr, Chairman, I ask for tellers. *

The OHAIRMAN, No quorum is present., The Clerk will
call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Andrew, Mass, Copley French Kinkald
Anthony Coughlin Frothingham Kitehin
Atkeson Crago Gallivan Kline, N, Y.
Barkley Cramton Garrett, Tenn, KEnight

Beck Crowther ynn Kraus
Rlnkenef Cullen Goodykoontz Kreider
Bland, Ind. Dale u.lt{ Kunz

Bland, Va. Duvis, Minn. Graham, TI. Langley
Boles Dempsey Graham, Pa. Larson, Minn.
Brand Dickinson riest ton
Britten Drane riffin Linthicum
Brooks, Pa. Drewry Hammer McArthur
Brown, Tenn. Driver Hawley McFadden
Burke Dunbar Himes McKenzie
Cantrill Dunn Hogan McLaughlin, Pa. *
Carew Ellls Hudspeth McPherson
Chandler, N. Y. Evans Ireland Maloney
Chandler, Okla. Fairchild James ann
Christopherson  Favrot Jelferls, Nebr. Mansfield
Clark, Fla Fenn Johnson, 8. Dak. Michaelson
Classon Fess Johnson, Wash, Mills
Cockran Mlelds Kahn, Calif. Mondell

Cole, Iowa. Tish elley, Mich, ontoya
Collins Tocht Ity, Pa. Moore, 111,
Connell fordn Kendall orin
Connolly, Pa. Foster Kenned Mudd !
Cooper, Ohlo. Free Ein Nelson, A. P,

Nelson, J. M. Reber Btafford Tyson
Newton, Minn, Riordan Stiness Upshaw
Nolan Rogers Stoll YVaile
O’BErien Rosenbloom Strong, Pa. Vare
Ogden Rouse Sullivan Walters
Oldfield Rucker Sweet Wason
Olpp Ryan Tague Wheeler
ﬁ Sabath Taylor, Ark, Willlams, Tex.

Park, Ga. Banders, Ind. Taylor, Colo, Winslow
Patterson, N. J. Bears Taglar. Tenn, Wise
Pringey Sinnott Tillman Wood, Ind.
Rainey, Ala, Bmith, Idaho Tilson
Rainey, 1L Bmithwick Tinkham

eavis Bnyder Treadway

Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 8086) to
prohibit the shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign
commerce and finding itself without a gquorum, he had caused
the roll to be called, whereupon 270 Members responded to their
names, a quorum, and he submitted a list of absentees for entry
in the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The committee will resume its session.

The CHAIRMAN. The time now stands as follows: The gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jacowaxy] has 70 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Voier] has 61 min-
utes remaining. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Arkansas.

Mr. JACOWAY., Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LAzaro].

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, yesterday we passed the bill
giving agriculture representation on the Federal Reserve Board,
and soon we will pass the bill extending the time of the War
Finance Corporation. Both of these bills are nonpartisan and
meritorions and should become law. I wish to discuss both
bills briefly, first the bill giving agriculture representation on
the Federal Reserve Board.

When we take into consideration the fact that the Federal
Reserve Board is not created for the purpose of making loans
only, but to decide on a general policy to be pursued, it seems
to me highly desirable that the various basic activities of this
country should be represented on the board. It is important
that there should be on this board some man who is agricul-
turally minded, who appreciates the effect upon agriculture and
upon prices of certain large policies in administrating our great
credit machinery. I think it ig highly desirable that inasmuch
as the law already provides for representation, industrially and
commercially, we should add agriculture, which certainly is the
basic and fundamental industry of this country. Surely all
must agree that in considering, financially, industrially, and
commercially, the industries of the country, agriculture also
should be included.

The bill extending the time of the War Finance Corporation
merely extends the operation of eredit facilities we are already
familiar with. I was one of those who helped to revive the
War Finance Corporation, and I do not know of any other meas-
ure that did more to help agriculture and business throughout
the United States than this measure. The people are just be-
ginning to learn its benefits and are asking that it be continued.
It is realized now more than ever that it is absolutely necessary
to have better credit facilities in order to have ample produc-
tion and intelligent marketing. We are not asking for special
benefits for special sections or classes, but fair and equal treat-
ment for all the people engaged in all the industries of the
country. When all the industries are represenfed in the opera-
tions of our laws there will be less contempt for the law and
more prosperity and happiness among our people.

Agriculture has been brought to a point where its future is
imperiled, where it is bound to go backward unless real relief is
to come soon. The need of a constructive national program
looking to the rebuilding of agriculture is absolutely necessary.
That fact is appreciated by business men and laborers every-
where, It is plain to all now that there must be production and
prosperity on the farms if we are to have employment and good
wages in the cities. What contributes to the prosperity of agri-
culture unqguestionably benefits all industries. It is not class
legislation to demand that agriculture has as good credit faeil-
ities as any other business. It is legislation in the interest of
all classes. It seems to me that it is high time for us to under-
stand that If we are to revive agriculture, business, employment,
and prosperity in this country we must adopt a national con-
structive agricultural program. d

Pirst. This program must include representation of agricul-
ture in the Government bureaus that have to decide upon
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policies governing loans. There must be longer terms and a
lower rate of interest,

Second. The perfecting of our laws facilitating cooperative
marketing.

Third. Laws punishing severely illegitimate speculation in
the exchanges of the country. The larger part of the living
cost to-day is added to the price of food and clothes after they
leave the farmers’ door. This the consumers in the big centers
should understand, and when they do I am sure they will co-
operate and support us in demanding that our system of dis-
tribution be protected from these gamblers.

Fourth. The extension of better warehousing facilities, where
our produets can be stored without danger of being damaged by
the elements, graded intelligently, and negotiable certificates
can be issued permitting the owners to usge them in their daily
business transactions.

Fifth, Perfecting of the farm loan system, with the view of
encouraging home ownership. This is not only good business
but it is vital to the preservation of our country and its institu-
tions against the spread of radicalism.

Sixth. The recognition of the tariff as a nonpolitical and
economic problem, with the view of giving equal protection to
our agriculfural products that is given to our manufactured
products, not with the idea of enriching a few at the expense
of the many, but reasonable protection to maintain our Ameri-
can standard of wages and living. -

Seventh. Better and cheaper transportation facilities, which
will come to us only when we adopt a comprehensive system
of transportation, coordinating the use of good roads, rallroads,
and waterways.

Eighth., Business and economy in local, State, and National
government, with the view of reducing the burden of taxation.
We are going through a period of reconstruction and unrest,
and I believe our people are more interested in the immediate
and proper solution of these big problems than they are in
politics. I believe, too, that they expeet us to work here as
Americans rather than partisans in passing the laws that are
necessary to give the country relief. [Applause.]

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to revise and extend
my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNER].

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Jowa is recognized
for five minutes.
: Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I shall support this bill with-

out any hesitation. Its purpose is to prevent the shipment in
interstate commerce of an article which is at once fraudulent
and injurious. There is not any question in my mind as to the
constitutionality of this act. The evidence before the commit-
tee and the report of the committee show clearly that while it
is labeled correctly, it is sold as a fraudulent product; that it
is represented to be milk; that it is sold as milk when, as a
matter of fact, it is not milk.

Perhaps the most valuable element in milk is the butter fat,
which in filled milk has been entirely removed. The most
valuable constituent of butter fat is that mysterious and hith-
erto almost unknown substance that we now call * vitamine,”
and without which it is virtually impossible to sustain human
life. The substitute which is used for butter fat is entirely
without vitamine, and therefore that which is of most value
in the milk, which is admitfed to be the most valuable of all
human food, has been abstracted and taken away from this
product.

The evidence before the committee shows quite clearly that
this produet is sold in the neighborhoods where in man= cases
the people are either so ignorant or so unacquainted with the
English language that they can not know and do not understand
the labels that are placed upon it, and in that way it is in fact a
fraud that is perpetrated upon them.

The evidence also shows that it is represented in many cases
by the dealers in milk to be really evaporated or condensed milk,
which it is not.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. This measure, of course, will not prevent these
ignorant people from purchasing it if they live in the States
which manufacture it?

Mr, TOWNER. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. WALSH. Would the genileman contend that we would
have jurisdiction to prohibit the shipment of skimmed milk in
interstate commerce becanse it did not contain the butter fat?

Mr. TOWNER. I do not know whether we wounld or not.
That is not the proposition, and we have not the evidence as to
that that we have in this case, The evidence in this case clearly
establishes the fact that there is a fraud being perpetrated in
the sale of this milk in interstate commerce; and if it is a
fraud, then it is constitutional to prohibit its transportation in
interstate commerce, If it is a misbranded article, it is per-
fectly within the jurisdiction of Congress to prevent its being
sold in any form. The pure food law has been sustained upon
almost every possible ground that could be imagined. And the
Supreme Court has always held that if the article sold was
deleterious, that if it was in any way a fraudulent article, it
could be prohibited from interstate commerce; and in this case
the testimony goes so far as to show that so eminent an author-
ity as one of the physicians of Johns Hopkins University says
that an infant fed on this milk would certainly have rickets
within a short time. That is the condition under which this bill
is presented.

The CHAIRMAN.
expired,

Mr, TOWNER. Has the gentleman any further time that he
can grant me?

Mr. VOIGT. I yield the gentleman two minutes more.

Mr, TOWNER. Now, why should not this legislation be
passed? If it is constitutional under the authorities, why
should we not protect the lives of the children of the United
States? If we can be of any assistance within our lawfully
constituted powers in so vitally important a matter, ought we
not to do it? 1If a fraud is being perpetrated which is in-
jurious to the health of the babies and the children of the
United States, ought we not to do our part to try to prevent it?

Mr. WALSH. 1 dislike to interrupt the gentleman when he
has such a short time, but why does not this come under the
pure food- law as it is now on the books? If this be a fraud
and deleterious, why does it not ¢ome under the pure food law?

Mr. TOWNER. Simply because under the provisions of the
pure food law, unless it is misbranded, even when it is an
adulteration of an article, if it is not misbranded it may be
sold. Of course, the difference lies purely in the fact that this
is not, in fact, misbranded. It is given some kind of an artificial
name, and the wrong and the injury comes because it is, in
fact, in the form of milk, and is =old in cans of exactly the same
size, and those who purchase it are made to believe that it is,
in fact, condensed milk, so that in reality it is a fraud perpe-
trated upon the people who above all others in the world ought
not to be injured. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has exbired.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. KNUTsON].

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Chairman, the so-called Voigt filled-
milk bill is one of the most meritorious measures to come before
this House in a long time. The bill seeks to put a stop to a
flagrant fraud that has been perpetrated upon the babies of the
Nation for a number of years, and its passage has been arged
by women's clubs and civie bodies as well as farmers’ organiza-
tions from every gection of our land.

Just what does this bill propose? Simply this: To prevent
the introduction of filled milk in interstate commerce, and I amn
amazed that there should be those in this body who would pre-
vent itd enactment on constitutional grounds. Mr, Chairman,
1 am not a lawyer, therefore I will not attempt to discuss this
measure from a legal angle. I do bold, however, that Congress
has the right to enact this legislation, for it is clearly in the
interest of public welfare. Years ago Congress legislaled on
oleomargarine and it was upheld by the courts. This legisla-
tion is on all fours with the oleomargarine legislation, and if
it is carried into the courts it will surely be upheld.

There is absolutely nothing that can be said for filled milk.
It is an indefensible fraud that has been perpetrated on un-
sophisticated foreigners for the past six or seven years. The
manufacturers extract from the whole milk all the butter fat
and vitamines, which is replaced with an equal amount of re-
fined coconut oil. The butter fat is worth about 45 cents per
pound, while the substitute is only worth 7 or 8 cents. The
adulterated product looks like the genuine article, but it is
absolutely without value as a food, and the poor babies to whom
it is fed become undernourished and emaciated. It stunts the
poor little things in body and soul, and yet there are those who
plead for the manufacturers of these damnable articles of fraud
and would have us believe they are honest, upright business men,

Dr. E. V. MeCollum, of Johns Hopkins University, recently
conducted a series of very interesting experiments on the effect
of feeding filled milk to rats. These experiments were made at
the request of the Committee on Agriculture of the House. I
herewith append the result of these investigations:

The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
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Facrs ApouT ' FILLED MILE.”
[1ssued by the National Milk Producers’ Federation, Washington, D. C.,
May, 1922.]
M'COLLUM'S EXPERIMENTS ANSWER CONGRESSMAN'S DOUBTS.
*® - ® L] L - -

We are here, for the first time, the official result of the ex-

rlmgts. tlnst yon may know what value filled milk compounds

Ve moting g

The expptg-lment conducted by Doctor MeCollum was among the 4,500
or more which he has conducted in putrition work.

In these investigations the filled milk compound and the whole
ewu;:)rated milk used were purchased in cans at retail, in the opea
market, and represented the product used in family consumption. Both
classes of the product were made by the same manufac £ concern.

eral gro of rats were used in making the ts. The
were alike in breeding, age, health, and general condition. The ra
were about 40 days old at the beginningi of the experiments.

Doctor MeCollum divided his rats into different g aceordin
to the ration fed. The filled-milk group, the evaporat whole-mil
group, and the coconut- group. o ed-milk group and the
evaporated-milk groups were subdivided into two classes, according to
Ehe.:m;ount of milk and evaporated milk used in the ratiom,

. The rat Nn. 1 was of the evaporated milk group, which was fed the
following ratlon : Rolled oats, 60 per cent; salt, 1 per cent; lime, 13 per
cent ; dextrin, 16 per eent; together with 22.6 per cent of evapora

whole milk.
His hair is slick with the natural ﬁloss. His

glvin
50

e grew steadily.
gva are bright, skin healthy and tough. This mcarrle on under

is diet for 163 days nnd at the close of the gation was used
for demonstrations in other experimental fields,

The rats of the filled-milk group were divided into two classes,
Beven rats of one of these subgroups were fed a ration of rolled oats,
60 per cent; salt, 1 per cent; lime 13 per cent; , 15 per cent;
apd filled milk, 22.5 per cent These rats early developed symptoms
of xerophthalmin, the fatal eye disease, were not over half the

The,
size of the rats of the evn]l):gmted whule—mirk group. * ¢ ‘% The
bodivs are emaciated. The ir eoarse, thin, and dry. Bodily these

rats were deformed and the rils knobby.
appearance with deeip fissures in the llds. In 48 days four of the
rais of this group died. At the end of G5 days the remaining three
of the group had also died, * * *

The second class of the filled-milk group of rats were fed a_ration
of rolled oats, 60 per cent; salt, 1 per cent; lime, 1} per cent; dextrin,
15 per eent: snd 90 cuble centlmoters of filled milk, Four rats were
in this group. hese rats all developed xerophthalmia, the fatal eye
disense. They were also badly emaciated and exhibited the same gen-
eral characteristics as the rats of the other filled-milk group. At the
end of 119 days all had died.

The coconut-oil group cf rats were fed the same basic ration as the
rais of the other groups. Fifteen per cent of coconut oll, however, re-
placed the filled milk or whole evaporated milk used ‘n the ration of
the other groups. Six rats were in this group and 39 days after the

nning of the reedlnﬁ all were dead. All developed severe cases of
xerophthalmia. *. * '

Numerous cases of xero%!(\‘:‘halmla in children have been clted, Pnr-
ticularly where there has n a lack of whole milk, butter, or other
vitamine-carrying foods in the diet.

Aside from the lack of vitamine content filled-milk compounds are
fraudulently zold to an extensive degree as milk.

In very manr cases unscrupulons dealers recommend filled milk as
equal to or better than whole evaporated milk

These compounds have also been recommended by some retall dealers

as satisfactory food for babies. They are generally sold at the same |

and even higher prices than whole evaporated milk.

Tex Reasoxs Wiy CoxerEss SHOULD Pass THE Voior Bini,

[By Charles W. Holman, executive secretary, National Milk Producers
Federation.]
ELEVEN BTATES THAT BAR FILLED MILK WITHIN THEIR BORDERS,

Ohio, New York, Wisconsln, New Jersey, California, Utah, Colorado,
Maryland, Oregon, Florida, Connecticut.

There are at least 10 major remsons why Congress should pass the
Volgt bill, H. R. 8086, prohibiting the movement in interstate and
foreign commeree of so-called filled milk.

Here they are:

PUBLIC WELFARE.

1. Labeling methods enable fraudulent praetices to thrive,

2. Many merchants in poorer communities recommend imitation milk
for the use of childrem and babies.

3. Many merchants adverrise Imitation milk in the newspapers in
plain !anf'un e for genuine milk.

4. While the product is inferior as a food, in most cases we have
found merchants selling imitatlon milk at the same prices and even
higher than they obtained for genuine nvagmtcd milk. notwithstanding
thedcheaper price per case at which ey oblained the imitation

roduet.

p 5. The present pure food and drugs act s not broad enough to cove
the case. 'The Voigt bill suppléements it. Its enforcement will be in-
trusted to the Department of Justice.

6. The Voigt bill is a children’s bill ; it bans the movement in inter-
state and foreign commerce of & compound that iz vitamineless as to
its fat content, but which is desigoned to take the place of a product
rich in all the vitamines.

7. Trading concerns have att:mpted to sell imitation milk to Amerl-
CAN 0T lzations engaged in feeding children and mothers in Europe.
Both the American ¥Friends Service Committee and the American Relief
_ Administration have been approached and both organizations turned
down_the mymha.

. &8 Dr. E. V. McCollum, of Johns Hopkins University, in his public
statements points out that Ameriea is already suffering from defective
nutrition, due in part to the commercialization of cer foods and
the degerminating ¢f eereals to enable them to keep longer. He also
rni‘nls out the growing use of vegetable fats—all of which are vitamine-

ess—in the diet. Ile reasons from this that the substitutiom of imita-
tion milk in the diet of either the child or the adult will have quite
an effect In furthering the process of physical degeneration now going on,

¥ ECOXOMIC,

. Desplte regulatory. restrictive, and prnhlbltaasillaws in 11 States—
Colorado, Oregon, California, Utah, Wisconsin io, New York, New
Jersey, Muryland, Florida, and Connecticut—the filled-milk traffic has
becn steadilv salnine.

Their eyes had a fishy, glazed |

Production of filled milk, in both ease and bulk goods, was:

Pounds.
1919 64, 995, 221
1920 86, 561, 000
1921 64, 893, 731

In this same comparative period the production of sweetened con-
densed and unsweetened evaporated milk, both case and bulk goods,

‘wWas.:

Pounds.
1919 2, 030, 957, 648
1920 e 1, 578, 015, 000
1921 1,461, 140, 312

This shows a econstant production for “oiled” milk for 1921 as
compared with 1019, and a steady reduction in
milk amounting to over hal

canned
with 1919.

10. Canning whole milk is one of the best ways of helping to find a
national whole-milk surplus. It enables
ithe manufacturer to seek wider markets and to effect gradual market-
ing. This medium is now seriously threatened by the advent of thesa
compounds ‘of skimmed milk and coconut oll.
enabled to purchase th po
grice rn:ﬁlng_rrom one-fiftn to one-foutth the price of butter fat.
¢ difference in nroduet:on costs can not be met by milk pro-
faced with inereasing expenses due to the
e producing and the consuming public for

market for the

Such a

ducers. They are constantl
desire of both

increasi

more sanitary milk produects.

Finally, ' oiled " milk does not offer farmers any additional market
for their skimmed milk not already afforded by evaporated milk, but

t does tnke away a market for the{r
Mr, Chairman, filled milk has the same deadly effect on

e coconut oil at 8 to

butter fats.

The manufacturer is
cents per

babieg, and it is in behalf of the little ones that I plead.

us pass this legislation without delay and thereby do much
to safeguard the health and lives of those who will be our

citizens of to-morrow.

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order

there is no quornm present.

The CHAIRMAN.
point of order that there is no
[After counting.]

will count.

ent; not a guorum.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do

The gentleman from Kansas makes the
quorum present. The Chair
Eighty-six Members are pres-

now rise, and I request that that motion be voted down.

The goestion was taken, and the Chair announced the noes

appeared to have it.
Mr., VOIGT. Mr, Chairman, I ask for tellers,
Tellers were ordered.

The committee again divided, and the tellers [Mr. Voier
and Mr. Jacoway] announced that there were—ayes 3, noes 89,

The CHAIRMAN, The committee declines to rise; a qno-

rum is not present, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The roll was ecalled, and the following Members failed to an-

swer to their names:

Anthony Dunn Knight Rodenber,
Afkeson Ellis Kraus Rogers .
Bankhead Evans Kunz Rosenbloom
Barkley Fenn Langley Rouse

Beck Fess Larsen, Ga. Ryan

Beil Fields Larson, Minn. Sanders, Ind.
Blakeney Focht Layton Banders, N. Y.
Bland, Ind Fordney Linthicum Sears

Bland, Va Frear Little Smithwick
Boies Free MeArthur Snell

Brand French McFadden Bnyder
Britten Frothingham MecLaughlin, Pa. Sproul
Brooks, Gallivan McPherson Staford
Campbell, Pa. Garrett, Tonn, Madden Stedman
Cantrill Garrett, Tex. Maloney Stiness
Chandler, N. Y. Goodykoontz Mann Stoll
Chandler, Okla, Gould Mansfield Strong,
Christopherson  Graham, I1L Michaelson Sallivan
Clark, Fla. Graham, Pa. Mills Bumners, Tex.,
Classon est Montague weeat
Cockran iriffin Moaore, 11, gue

Cole, Towa Himes Morin Taylor, Ark.
Cole, Ohio Hudspeth Mudd Taylor, Eolo.
Collins Hukriede Nelson, A, P, Taylor, Tenn,
Connell Humphreys Nelson, J. M, Tilgon
Connolly, Pa. LAreland Nolan Tinkham
Cooper, Ohio ames O'Rrien Treadway
Copley Jefferis, Nebr. Oldiield Tyson
Coughlin Johnzon, 8. Dak. Olpp T'pshaw
Crago Johnson, Wash. Paige Vaile
Cramton Jones, Pa, Park, Ga. Vare
Crowther Eahn Parker, N. Y. Ward, N. X,
Cullen Kelley, Mich, Patterson, Mo. Wason

Dale Kelly, I'a. Patterson, N. J. Wheeler
Davis, Minn, Kendall Porter Willinms, 111,
Dempsey EKennedy Rainey, Ala. Winslow
Denison Kindred Rainey, TIL Wood, Tnd.
Dickinson Kinkaid Reavis Woodyard
Drane Kitehin Heber Wright
Driver Kleczka Riddick Zihiman
Dunbar Kline, N. Y. Rlordan

volume of genuin

a billion pounds, comparing

he farmer or

Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having under consideration the bill H. R, 8086, find-
ing itself without a quorum, he had directed the roll to be
called, and that 268 Members, a quornm, had answered to their
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names, and that he presented the list of absentees to be entered
in the Journal and REcorp.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Chairman, the pending vote is that the
committee do now rise, is it not?

The CHAIRMAN. That vote was defeated.

Mr. WALSH. But there was no quorum developed.

The CHAIRMAN. A guorum has now been developed. There
is a quorum present.

Mr., WALSH., The vote was pending at the time, but the
absence of a quorum was developed. We took the vote by
tellers, and it appeared on that vote that there was no quorum
priesemé, Is not that now the pending question before the com-
mittee

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the motion that the
committee do now rise,

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Crarge]. [Applause.]

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, Josh Billings
once remarked that he had seen many things on milk, but the
best thing was cream. [Laughter,]

Members of Congress, when they go to the House restaurant
and order mush and milk or bread and milk for their luncheon,
as many of us do, have their milk served in bottles, and invaria-
bly you will see the Congressman inspecting the bottle to see
how rich the milk is in the cream that rises to the top,

If you take this cream off or separate it from the milk and
extract an additional amount with the separator, you get
so-called skim milk or thin milk. If you take this skim milk
or thin milk and partially evaporate it, then substitute for the
cream taken away coconut and vegetable oils, you have * filled
milk.

This bill (H. R. 8086) seeks to prohibit the shipment of so-
called “ filled milk " in interstate and foreign commerce.

The facts in the case are: There has grown up in this country
a business of very considerable proportions, estimated to con-
sume about 200,000,000 pounds of skimmed milk per annum.
The product of this business is called “filled milk” and
bears various trade names, such as “ Hebe,” “ Enzo,” “Nu-
tro.” “Nyko,” and so forth. Filled milk is an evaporated
skimmed milk, and may be properly defined as “any milk,
cream, or skimmed milk, whether or not condensed, evaporated,
concentrated, powdered, dried, or desiccated, to which has been
added or which has been blended or compounded with any fat,
or oil other than fat, so that the resulting product is in imita-
tion or semblance of milk.” Through the skillful wording of the
labels and the more skillful manipulating of distributors, this
filled-milk product is palmed off on the unsuspecting public
as a whole-milk product. In simpler and less technical terms
“filled milk” is evaporated milk from which the cream has
been removed and, for the cream taken away, there has been
substituted from 6 to 8 per cent of coconut or other vegetable
oil. In the process of manufacturing this “ filled ” milk there
has been taken out of that original, healthy, whole-milk product
not only the cream but a large proportion of the essential, in-
dispensable, nourishing element, the fat soluble or vitamines
that experts in dietetics or nutrition include as an invaluable
element of milk, Professor Mendel, of Yale, and Professor Mec-
Collum, of Johns Hopkins, the two leading authorities, agree
that these vitamines are essential for a well-rounded ration for
humankind, especially in the feeding of infants and small chil-
dren,

“ Filled " milk, when put to a laboratory test, shows that mice
and rats that have been fed on it waste away, become scrawny,
mangy, undernourished, and susceptible to disease, while others
fed on the whole milk—under exactly similar conditions—are
strong, vigorous, healthy, and almost immune from disease. It
naturally follows that humankind, especially children and in-
fants, fed on this milk do not obtain these healthy vitamines
and are undernourished and often become subject to and sus-
ceptible of disease, especially rickets. This “filled " milk prod-
uct finds its largest market in the industrial centers where for-
eign born live, and its victims are children.

On the economic side I point to the lesson of experience.
Dairy centers in the Middle West, with great effort and at a
heavy expense, had developed a large foreign market for whole-
milk cheese, This market was promising, not alone in the large
demand for this wholesome, healthy product, but in the prospect
for enlarging the markets through the years, when along come
Avarice and Cunning in the guise of *“filled ” clieese manufac-
turers, filled with an inordinate greed for profits, taking ad-
vantage of the situation developed by these pioneer dairy inter-
ests and they began underselling with their * filled-milk ” cheese,
50 that with this semblance of the real thing incalculable in-

jury was done the dairy farmers, and this foreign market so
laboriously built up was destroyed. The present bill proposes
that history shall not repeat itself with this fundamental
“ filled ™ milk product, and further proposes to prevent the sacri-
fice of infants on the altar of §

Arguments were presented at the hearings that these “ filled "
milk products were properly branded and eame within the scope
of the so-called “ Food and drugs act of June 30, 1908 To
show the flimsiness of their arguments one has but to turn to
the records of the hearings, where it was admitted by the manu-
facturers themselves that—although they still keep up the
rest of the imitation—they have changed the wording of the
labels, not once or twice but many times, to meet the demands
of public opinion and to try and keep within the law.

These “filled-milk ” manufacturers claim it is not within the
power of Congress to prevent the interstate transportation of
their produet. I now invite your careful attention to the “ Pure
food law,” and especially to section 7 of that act that defines
the adulteration of food, as follows:

That for the Jpurpose of this act an article shall be deemed adul-
terated * ¢ n the case of food:

First. If any substance has been mixed or packed with it so as to
reduce or lower or injurlously affect its quality, strenﬁth, or purity.
t_hsmtr-lidi If any substance has been substituted wholly or In part for

e article.

Third. If any valuable constitnent of the article has been wholly or
in part abstracted, or if the product be below that standard or quality,
strength, or purity represented to the purchaser or consumer,

I wish te call your attention to these words in the first para-
graph of that act:

An article is deemed adulterated (in the case of food) when any sub-
stance has been mixed or packed with it so as to reduce or lower or
injuriously affect its quality, strength, or purlty.

Can anyone successfully contend that the natural, whole milk,
from which has been taken its cream, or 50 per cent of the fat,
soluble vitamine, is not such an article as to come squarely
w{thi';a the wording and intent of the first paragraph of sec-
tion 77

But let us proceed a step further, and in the second paragraph
of that same section T is this wording:

If any substance has been substituted, wholly or in part for the
artiele.

And surely in the “filled milk " there has been substituted
for the cream vegetable oils.

In the third paragraph of section 7 we find the absolute con-
viction of these misbranders and “ filled-milk " manufacturers,
where the language is again clear and beyond peradventure, for
it says that an article of food is adulterated * if any valuable
constitnent of the article has been wholly or in part abstracted,”
and it is a certainty that from the whole milk the valuable
constituent cream has been abstracted. So that this * filled
milk ” comes not within one paragraph of section 7 but within
each of the three paragraphs. The whole conception, intent,
and wording of this section is founded upon the theory that the
law was not only to guard the public health but to prevent
fraud upon the publie.

Let us take one of these labels on their cans and see what it
says. “ This product contains 7.8 per cent vegetable fat, 25.5
per cent total solids.” What does this language mean to you,
Mr. Congressman? If you find difficulty in comprehending it,
how about the poor and illiterate mother? But Mr. Hayward, a
friendly witness for the manufacturers of this * filled milk,” ex-
plains this to mean that 7.8 per cent of the 25 per cent is milk
solids and fats and that 7.8 per cent of the 25 per cent, or 25}
per cent, i{s vegetable fat and the balance 50 per cent water,
This is the product these * filled milk " producers want to send
out in disguise—an impoverished milk compound—to unfairly
compete with the wholesome, healthy, life-sustaining vitamines,
the pure, wholesome, natural product of the cow.

Now, let us briefly examine the question of the constitution-
ality of the so-called Voigt bill now before us.

First. I contend that Congress may prohibit the fransporta-
tion in interstate and foreign commerce of any article the nse
of which may be regarded as injurious to the public welfare,
and maintain that this “ filled milk " is such an article.

In the leading case of Gibbons ». Ogden (9 Wheat. U. 8.)
Chief Justice Marshall sets forth the intent of that power—
i. e, to prohibit the transportation in interstate and foreign
commerce—as follows:

It is the power to regulate; that is, to prescribe the rule by which
commerce is to be governed. This power, like all others vested in
Congress, is complete In itself, may be exercised to its utmost extent,
and acknowledges no limitations other than are prescribed in the Con-
stitution. These are expressed in plain terms and do not affect the
questions which arise in this case * * * or which have been dis-
cussed at the bar, If, ns has always been understood, the soversignty
of Congress, though limited to spec?ﬂed objects, Is plenary as to tﬁgse
objects, the power over commerce with foreign mations and among the
several States is vested in Congress absolutely as it would be in a gle
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government having in {ts cofistitution the same resirictions on the
Extzl;giae t:f t.he power as are found in the Constitution of the United

And in the celebrated Lottery cases (188 U. 8. 821) it has
established the principle that the power of Congress to regulate
inferstate commerce ualso includes the power to prohibit the
intersiate carriage of any article deemed by Congress to be
injuriouns in its nature or in its use to the public health, morals,
or welfare, despite the fact that the article is mot inherently
dangerous. I could continue to cite cases in point, but there
are others to follow me whose ability i3 greater, and I shall
not trespass upon your time and patience, leaving the cases
cited as conclusive on that proposition.

In laying down the second fundamental proposition, that is—
that Congress, having the power twmmhlt the interstate fransporia-
tion of adulterated and harmful foods, Congress must necessarily have
the power to determine what articles are to be considered adulterated
or harmful as 4 means of making the prohibition effective.

This power is an incidental power, but it was clearly recog-
nized by the Supreme Court in the leading case of McDermott
v. Wisconsin (228 U, 8. 115, 129) as follows:

* * & The artiele of food or drugs, the shipment or dellvery for
shipment in interstate commerce of which is prohibited and punished,
is such as is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of the act.
What it is to adulterate or misbrand foods or drugs within the mean&ng
of the act requires a consideration of its other provisions, wherein suc
adulterations or misbranding is defined.

The third proposition I submit to you for consideration is
this:

Congress has the power to prohibit interstate shipments of * filled
milk " and the power to establish the standard of purity and strength
of foods, it being clearly established that Congress has the power to set
u)i standards so as to secure a minimum of the nutritive elemrents in
whatever the product may be and prevent fraud on the general public.

On the face of the proposition these manufacturers of * filled
milk " come before you with their product packed in cans simi-
lar to those of the long-established whole-milk manufacturers,
bearing labels intended to resemble and copies almost of the
very labels of the whole-milk containers, the very language of
which is intended to deceive the poor, the ignorant, and the
careless reader; so I claim, with the above statement of the
facts and the decisions of our highest court, they do not come
into court with clean hands, and it is up to this Congress, hav-
ing set up the standards under the pure food and drugs act, to
see to it that those standards are lived up to by all and make
impossible the Interstate shipments of this product.

Having viewed the technical sitmation and met the legal ob-
jections that may be raised, I now wish to present the picture
of the dairy farmer in its general aspects. The exploited age
of agriculture is nearly over; cheap farms and homesteads are
no longer to be had for the asking, Our original rich soil has
become impoverished, and the great majority of the farmers
would not have farms to-day if they had not received them from
their ancestors. If they had to depend upon their earnings,
with agricultural conditions as they are to-day, they would be
unable to accumulate the price to buy a farm. It can be said,
to the everlasting credit of this Congress, that there is no legis-
lative body in the nations of the world that has recognized more
clearly that nearly all of the great problems in economics, in
their direct or indirect relationship, rest upon agriculture. It
can be further truthfully said, that no Congress stands out
more conspicuously in its record of giving an attentive ear, a
sympathetic attention to, and enacting constructive legislation
that establishes on a more equitable basis the agricultural prob-
lems left in the aftermath of the war.

The intensive study of these problems given by the Joint
Clommission of Agricultural Inguiry of the Senate and the
House, the great agricultural conference, and the almost con-
tinuous hearings, in my own Agricultural Committee, have been
reflected in constructive legislation that has indeed been help-
ful, not alone in its direct relation to this particular subject
but in a wider way to agriculture in general,

This bill (Voigt bill) has for its direct object the preven-
tion of fraud upon the public, the elimination of dishonest com-
petition, the prevention of tricky practices that fall down when
put to the test of morals, whether it be the manufacturer or
the distributor who takes from his shelf, packed in cans made
to imitate the real product, this “filled-milk"” product, with
the recommendation * just as good,” that he sells for the same
uses as the genuine, whole-milk product, and it costzs the dis-
tributor at least 8 cents per can less. The whole object of this
bill is shutting the door to these practices that do not meet the
standard of common honesty in man's dealings with his fellow
man, and to prevent the helpless infant, the poor, ignorant, or
illiterate mother from being victimized by avarice and cunning.
[Applause.] .
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Let us look on the humanitarian side for a moment. Un-
biased investigators have gone into the poor and thickly settled
sections of our industrial centers and have visited, through
their visiting nurses, the homes of laborers, and they have
found everywhere this product injurions and dangerous for
human consumption, the larger part of the nutritive value ex-
tracted, and many mothers feeding their helpless children some-
I.mng which they suppose contains nutritive value and vitam-
nes,

The dairy farmers, of whom I am one, come to you to-day,
not pleading for a special privilege, not wanting to dig into the
Treasury of the United States, not afraid to meet open, fair
competitive business, but claiming that as part and parcel of
fhe great fundamental industry of the Nation—yes, as the real
backbone of that Nation—they are entitled to be protected from
trickery and artifice and fraud in the marketing of their prod-
uects, whether it be at hiome or abroad. [Applause.]

No limit marks our hours of labor; the sunrise of morning
and the sunset of evening finds us “on the job,” and when the
day’s work is done we plan for the morrow.

There is no class of citizens to-day that enters into the
hazards and gawmbles in the production of the necessities of
life thut we farmers do; we gamble with Nature in her whims
and moods, whether it be the rainfall or the drought; whether
it be in the snowstorm that blankets the earth and protects
the seed, or in the crust that forms upon the snow and pre-
vents the “cattle on a thousand hills ” from getting down to
the grass roots, so that starvation and ruination often resulf;
whether it be in the sunshine that causes the seed to sprout
and grow or sometimes scorches the earth and destroys the
growing crop, or causes the bud and blossom to come forth
that bring joy and inspiration to those that “ in leve of nature
hold commune with her visible forms"; whether it be the
birds that fly that are sometimes friend and sometimes enemy,
or the beetles that crawl; whether it be in those small animals
that burrow in the earth and destroy or those that in that
same sphere destroy the enemy, it is a continuous struggle, not
alone against the seen but as well against the unseen. [Ap-
plause. ]

To-day our great Agricultural Department and its splendid,
sympathetic, well-informed Secretary Wallace are urging the
farmers of the North, BEast, South, and West to rotate their
crops, and as the incident of that urging is the encouragement
to an enlargement of dairy farming. We must go, therefore,
into the markets of the world with our surplus products, and
we ask you to assure our dairy farmers by this act that clean,
wholesome, healthy, nutritive whole milk shall have no fraudu-
lent competitors to destroy our markets once established. [Ap-
plause.]

I am from one of the greatest dairy districts in the world,
the scene of many of CUooper’s “ Leather Stocking Tales,” of
Uncas and Chingachook, the playground of my youth, my
choice, after roaming the country over, for my last rendezvous
and final resting place. The Catskills, the land of narrow
valleys and precipitous hills, a land largely peopled by the
Seotch and Scotch-Irish, who overcame not alone the Indian
but Nature herself. On those wondrous hills and in our en-
chanting vales are those who toiled with my grandparents, my
parents, and myself. Boyhood friends abound, and for them
as for myself, I plead. And as I plead for them, I plead for
the dairy farmers of the great State of New York and the
dairy farmers of the North, East, South, and West, for the
cause is a common cause, und we look to Congress, certain
that it will not fail us, nor that multitude of unborn who shall
enter into the better heritage it becomes our paramount duty
to pass on. [Loud applause.]

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I never had a clearer idea of
my duty than I have of my duty on this bill. To my mind there
is no doubt of the unconstitutionality of the proposed bill.

This bill seeks to exclude from interstate commerce * Hebe,"
“ Carolene,” and other compounds of skimmed milk and cocoanut
oil and other vegetable oils because neither babies nor rats
thrive thereon, as stated by Dr. E. V. McCollum, of Johns Hop-
kins University. (See hearingz before the Committee on Agri-
culture, House of Representatives, Sixty-seventh Congress, first
session, on H, R. 6215, by Mr. Voict, p. 19.)

But the hearings also show bevond all question that * Hebe ™
is a wholesome article, not injurious to lLealth, palatable, and
largely used for cooking purposes in pastry, custards, gravies,
and so forth, though not as nutritious as but cheaper than
skimmed milk. There is no doubt or question on either side
thaf this compound is properly labeled. stating that it is com-
posed of cocoanut oil and skimmed milk, and the cans also cvn-
tain a Jabel * Do not use in place of milk for infants.” (Hear-
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ings, p. 34; also p. 128, Cowan's evidence,) Mr. Vorer himself,
the patron of this bill, on page 15 of the hearings, uses this
langnage: .

I will say to you gentlemen that there is nothing poisomous or dele-
terions in this milk eompound.

Prof. La Fayette B. Mendel, of Yale University, an expert of
high repute on these subjects, In a letter addressed to Hon.
JoHN D. CLARKE, a member of the Agricultural Committee of
the House of Representatives, shows most clearly that this
product is wholesome and valuable, and while not a food on
which to raise babies, is harmless if taken by babies. He says:

I mention this because the opponents have spread the impressions
among gullible persons that the use of & can of milk compound is a
positive menace to the infant which consumes it. Skimmed milk is
not a rank polson. It is merely not a complete food for an Infant;
neither is barley water nor “ prepared foods.” (See hearings, p. 53.)

See also Dr. J. P, Crozer Griffith’s letter (p. 58 of the hear-

ings) ; also statement of Harry Hayward, of Philadelphia, Pa.
(hearings, p. 57) ; and others maintaining the same view.
- That the label is adequate and sufficient is shown by the
statement of Mr. Paul R. McKee (hearings, p. 70), where he
states that the Bureau of Chemistry of the Department of Agri-
culture, with the food-control officials of a number of States,
were advised as to the adoption of these labels, dnd they were
indorsed by these gentlemen, and then they were told:

Gentlemen, if there is anything else we should put upon the label
or leave off of the label In order that the product shall be sold for

. what it is, we will be very glad to have your suggestions and to fol-

lTow them.
Thus showing no attempt to decelve the public, but uberrima

Jides in dealing with the publie.

' the eountry.

These are sufficient to show that the compound is pure,
wholesome, and cheap; that good faith has been shown by the
makers of it; and the Department of Agriculture has given its
sanction to the labels on the cans by which the public may
know exactly what is contained in the article,

Now, gentlemen, I challenge the production of a case from
the beginning of our Government down to this day in which the
Supreme Court has held that an article which is pure, harmless,
not deleterious, but an ordinary article in the business of the
world, has ever been excluded from the interstate commerce of
I challenge the production of such a case. Why,
one of the chief objects that induced the formation of our Gov-
ernment was to facilitate commerce. You will remember the
Annapolis convention,-the forerunner of the Federal conven-
tion, met for that purpose, and yet we are asked to vote for this
bill whose aim is to destroy commerce, when our Government
was formed to facilitate it.

When we look at all powers vested in Congress as trust powers to
be used for the States as beneficiaries and as members of one family
of Commonwealths, so to be used as to promote union and not dis-
union, to establish harmony and peace and not discord and hostill
between the Btates, it must be inevitably predicted that the courts wi
never hold any law of Congress which prohibits, restricts, or ties
interstate commerce to be either necessary or proper as a regulation
of commerce, but they must hold it to be a &ervmlm of its trust power
to the subversion the fundamental principles of the Constitution,
(Tucker on the Constitution, vol. 2, p. 629.)

The broad doctrine laid down in the above paragraph, it may
be sald, has not been ecarried out by the subsequent decisions of
the Supreme Court, for in Chapman v. Ames (188 U, 8. 321)
the court excluded lottery tickets from the channels of com-
merce; and in the Hipolite Egg Co. v. United States (220 U, 8.
45) the court upheld the pure food and drug law, which ex-
cluded impure food and drugs from interstate commerce; and
in Hoke v. United States (227 U, 8. 808) the “white slave
traffic act” was upheld, whereby a woman was forbidden car-
ringe in interstate commerce for purposes of prostitution, and
this case was followed by Caminetti v. United States (242 U, 8.
470), in which the same doctrine was upheld.

Diseased meat, smallpox patients, infected articles of any
character, have been excluded from commerce, and this prin-
ciple has been affirmed in the cases of Railroad Company v.
Husen (95 U. 8. 465); Kimmish ». Ball (129 U. 8. 217):
Crutcher v. Kentucky (141 U. 8. 60); and notably in a case
that went up from Virginia, Brimmer . Rebman (138 U, S.
78). How are these cases reconciled with the doctrine de-
clared by Tucker, in the above quotation, when he says—

* * ® the courts wlll never hold any law of Congress whioh
prohibits, restricts, or ties interstate commerce to be either necessary
or proper as a regulation of commerce,

There is no conflict between that statement and these cases,
and in a subsequent paragraph, in discussing the confiicf be-
tween commercial regulations by Congress and the inspection
laws and quarantine laws of the States, which may canflict
with such regulations, he declares:

A vyessel proposes to enter the harbor of a State under congressional

commercial regulations, and the SBtate, to protect its feople from dis-
ease, quarantines it. These two powers seem to conflict, but they do

not, u%t as both operate upon the movement of the vessel, though
from different sources of power. The vessel is mbéect to two powers,
which are entirely different but not in conflict. he State does not
check a riéhttnl object of commerce. It merely erects a bar against
disease, on regulates the rightful object of commerce, under
color of w it can pot authorize wrongful commerce. It can not
a rightful subjeet of commerce. The two
powers are made to consist by restraining the State under color of
gquarantine from regulating rightful commeree and restraining Congress
und:rm col?lli‘“ o(k comv::lerge r«;r:ni:sr latingn th§ u;lawfua.}n{pcs’itatt{)on of

. cker, vol. 2, p. 538 ; agnie Francaise de D n v.
State Board of Health, 196 U. §, 380.) g

This view has been strikingly sanctioned by Chief Justice
Marshall in the great case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat. 1),
where he says: :

It Is no objection to the existence of distinct, substantive powers
that in their agplication they bear upon the same subject. The same
bale of goods * * that may be the subject of commercial regula-
tion may also be the vehicle ol’ disease, And the health laws that
require them to be stopped and ventilated are no more intended as
regulations on commerce than the laws which permit their importation
are intended to inoculate the community with disease. Their different
purposes mark the distinction between the powers brought into action,
and while frankly exercised they can produce no serious collision,

Rightful commerce the court recogmizes as free and untram-
meled, but there can be no rightful commerce in an impure or
diseased article, or an article which is per se immoral, like lot-
tery tickets; nor can there be rightful commerce in the trans-
portation of persons for impure or immoral purposes. These
are excluded, since it could never have been contemplated that
this great Federal power should be the means of producing
crime, disease, and immorality.

Two cases have been decided recently which control this case,
and show as clearly as the noonday sun that this bill, if it
becomes a law, will never receive the sanction of the courts,
These are the child-labor cases. The first, Hammer v, Dagen-
hart (247 U. 8. 251), was decided at the October term, 1917,
and the other, Bailey v. The Drexel Furniture Co., decided May
15, 1922, The first case arose under a law which provided that
no article made in a factory in which a child under 14 years of
age had been employed during the past year could be carried in
interstate commerce. This law having been declared unconstitu-
tional by the court, another bill was brought inte Congress and
became a law, putting a tax of 10 per cent on the gross receipts
of any mill or factory that employed a child under 14 years of
age in the manufacture of goods. This was declared wuncon-
stitutional on the 15th day of May, 1922. Both decisions are
far-reaching and important, and practically settle the unconsti-
tutionality of this bill. For the first time in many years the
court, with singular clearness and force, has put its seal of con-
demmation upon the doctrine of {ndirection; a doctrine which
has received the sanction of Congress in many cases, as seen in
the legislation of the past few years.

Under these decisions a power given by the Constitution to
the Federal Government for a specific national purpose can no
longer be used by indirection for the purpose of controlling
questions which belong to the States. The mask has been taken
off and the real object of the law exposed, an object which the
Federal power could not constitutionally control.

Hear the language of Chief Justice Taft in Bailey against the
Drexel Furniture Co.:

In the light of these features of the act, a court must be blind not to
see that the so-called tax is imposed to stop the employment of children

within the age limits prescribed. Its prohibitory and regulatory effect

and purpose are palpable, All ethers ?m see and understand this. How

can we properly shut our minds to it

In these cases two powers were under consideration, the Fed-
eral power fo regulate commerce between the States and the
State’s reserved power to control their children and their labor.
The first, the commerce power, is under Federal control ; the sec-
ond, child labor, is under the absolute control of each State.
Under our system neither power can destroy that of the other.
If the one, the commerce power, can be nsed to accomplish what
it is denied the right and power to do direetly, the limitations
on power are useless and absurd. If the labor of the child is,
under our Constitution, controlled by the States, as decided by
the Supreme Court, then if Congress by indirection could con-
trol that subject the State would be powerless to preserve its
right.

gConarreem has no power to prohibit manufacture in a State,
nor to prescribe the conditions under which mannfactures may
be created, but when the thing manufactured starts on its jour-
ney in commerce the Congress has a right to control it as an
article of commerce. (Kidd., ». Pierson, 128 U. 8. 1; Hoke ».
United States, 227 U. 8. 832; De Witt ». United States, 9 Wal-
lace, 47 ; United States v. E. C. Knight Co., 156 U. 8.1.) Congress
had no power to prohibit the manufacture of whisky in the
States by law, and therefore the eighteenth amendment to the
Constitution was adopted.
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In the bill before us we find Congress denying the transpor-
tation of “Hebe"” and other compounds from one State to
another; but that is really not the object of the bill, for the
denial of transportation is nothing but a denial of the manu-
ture of “ Hebe,” for “ Hebe” is manufactured only to be sold;
and if it can not be sold, as it can not be unless allowed trans-
portation in commerce, then this bill is in reality a bill attempt-
ing to destroy the manufacture of an article in a State by
Congress, which can not be done. Justice Day, in closing his
opinion in the first case, does =0 in these impressive words:

In our view the necessary effect of this act is, by means of a prohibi-
tion against the movement in interstate commerce of ordinary commer-
cial commodities, to regulate the hours of labor of children in factories
and mines within the States, a purely State authority. Thus the act in

a twofold sense is repugnant to the Constitution. It not only tran-

scends the authority delegated to Congress awer commerce but also

exerte 4 power as to a purely local matter to which the Federal
anthority does mot extend. The far-reaching result of upholding the
act can not be more plainly indicated than by peinting out that if Con-
gress can thus regulate matters intrusted to local authority by prohibi-
tion of the movement of commodities in interstate commerce all freedom
of commerce will be at an end and the power of the States over local
matters may be eliminated, and thus our system of %ovemment be prac-
tically destroyed. (Hammer v. Dagenhart, 247, p. 270.)

Chief Justice Taft, in his opinion in Bailey against the Drexel
Furniture Co., after indorsing the opinion of the courf in Ham-
mer against Dagenhart, supra, uses this convincing language:

The a.n:lofy of the Dagenhart case is clear. The congressional
power over interstate commerce is, within Its proper scope, just as
complete and unlimited as the congressional power to tax, and the
legislative motive in its exercise is just as free from judicial suspicion
and inguiry. Yet when Congress threatened to stop interstate com-
merce In ordinary and necessary commodities, unobjectionable as sub-
ects of transportation, and to deny the same to the people of a State
n order to coerce them into compliance with Congress's regulation of
State concerns, the court said this was not in fact regulation of inter-
state commerce, but rather that of State concerns, and was invalid.
IIis language in another part of that great opinion, it is to
be hoped, will not fall unheeded upon unpatriotic legislators:

The good sought In unconstitutional legislation iz an insidious fea-
ture, because it leads cltizens and legislators of good purpose to pro-
mote it without thought of the serious breach it will make in the ark
of our covenant or the harm which will come from breaking down ree-
ognized standards, In the maintenance of locial self-government, on
the one hand, and the national power, on the other, our country has
been able to endure and presper for near a century and s half,

The voice of the great Chief Justice from yonder judgment
seat is still resounding in these halls, calling us back once
more to reinstate in this Government the clear, simple, essential
principles of our Constitution; and yet we are asked to pass
this bill in the teeth of what the court has just declared to be
the law, If we are to live under a constitutional government,
if under that government we have established a court whose
duty it is to declare what we can do and what we can not do,
how can we support & bill which the court has declared in a
similar case is unconstitutional?

I am constantly in receipt of letters from patriotic men and
women throughout the land, as I doubt not you are, asking my
opinion as to the best mode of educating the people against
socialism, anarchy, and all the * isms * that are threatening the
country to-day. I know of no better start in that direection
than that we who are charged with the legislation of this coun-
try should bow to the limitations of the Coustitution as de-
clared by the Supreme Court and not openly defy them. The
employer or the laborer who breaks his contract, involving some
necessary article for the public; the anarchist who would de-
stroy our Government will find ample justification for their.
position in the action of this Republican House which con-
tinues to defy the Constitution of our Government which they
are sworn to support.

Chief Justice Taft's opinion will be epoch making amid the
confusion incident fo the war, with legal restraints relaxed,
with the Federal Government functioning in every direction
under continuing war powers, with the people accustomed dur-
ing the war to look to Washington for all things as the speedi-
est avenue of relief. It was natural for them to forget on the
return of peace that their State governments were the natural
channels through which their local needs were to be supplied.
Not only that, but socialism, communism, and anarchy itself
have, during these troublous times, lifted their voices demand-
ing a change of government or an abolition of all government
until the watchers on the towers of the constitutional citadels
of Americg have become greatly alarmed. In this erisis, Chief
Justice Taft's opinion rings out like an alarm bell in the night,
calling back the wanderers to the constitutional fold, aflirming
the power of this Government to discharge all national and
local powers safely under the Constitution, and giving hope and
confidence again in the integrity of our Government.

In my judgment, it constitutes the greatest judgment of that
great court since Ex parte Milligan and the Slaughterhouse
cazes were handed down by Judge David Davis and Judge

Miller. Along the highway of political progress the Supreme
Court has erected many monuments to the cause of constitu-
tional government and civil liberty, and among them, I dare
venture to assert, no grander or more imposing one has been
or will be erected than that by the hands of Chief Justice Taft
in his recent opinion,

“I do not rejoice in this decision because it will aflow child
labor to be exploited and the lives of our future men and women
to be sapped of their vitality by overwork in child labor, but I
rejoice in it because its regulation, development, and enforce-
ment will be restored to the States where it can be best and
rightfully controlled. This decision will stimulate the States
to greater effort in these directions and create a generous
rivalry among them to make their respective systems the most
perfect in the interest of the children of the country.”

In the two child-labor cases referred to the court held that
the laws involved showed a purpose to break up child labor,
which was a State function and entirely under the power of
the State. The first was a fraud on the commerce power of
Congress and the second was a fraud on its taxing power, for
each was used for an ulterior purpose., In this case the pur-
pose is equally clear, to drive out of the market, and thereby
destroy, “ Hebe " and the other compounds of skimmed milk and
vegetable oils. The question whether “ Hebe ™ should be allowed
to be manufactured is solely for State determination, and Con-
gress has no such power. (United States v. DeWitt, 9 Wall,
47; and cases cited, supra.)

It will be admitted that Congress has no power to pass a law
prohibiting the manufacture of these articles, but Congress
seeks by this bill, by indirection, to do this, for it zeeks to de-
stroy the sale of the article; and if the sale be destroyed, the
manufacture of the article is destroyed. On this point the
evidence is conclusive. The report of the majority, submitted
by Mr. Voier, on this bill, page 6, unequivocally admits that to
be the object of the bill:

While the ci)ro*:u:ns@n:l bill will not prohibit the manufacture and sale of
the compound within the limits of a State, the committee is of opinion
that a law prohibiting the interstate ahipment will suppress it, be-
cause a sufficient market can not be found without such shipment, and
also because a sufficient milk supply can not be found in many States
which would warrant engaging in the enterprise.

And, further, in his evidence at the hearings, page 13, in
reply to a question of Mr. Tex Evok, Mr, Voier said :

1 want to stop the manufacture and the sale of this article, 80 far
as It can be done by this form of bill.

He is asking Congress to stop the manufacture of this article,
which alone the States can do, and which a number of States
have already done.

Mr. Gray Silver, the Washington representative of the Ameri-
can Farm Bureau Federation, Washington, D. C., in his testi-
mony at the hearings gave expression to the same view in the
following colloquy :

Mr. Voior., Will you pardon me just a moment there?
not put the skimmed-milk people out of business.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Not necessarily.

Mr. VoieT. It puts the substitute out of business,

Mr. SiLveR. That Is the purpose of the bill,

There is other evidence to the same effect in the hearings.

The Chief Justice, in his opinion, has stripped the mask
from the child labor bill and has proclaimed the doctrine that
the false face, or mask, which hides the real individual, can not,
and will not, prevent the court from- dealing with the real
individual behind the mask; and he has illustrated once again
the futility of attempted deception so powerfully expressed in
the story of Jacob and Iisau, * the voice is Jacob's voice, but
the hands are the hands of Esau.” If Congress can not by
indirection control child labor by inveking the power of in-
terstate commerce when the court sees or knows from all the
circumstances that it is the prohibition of child labor that is
sought, iow can Congress destroy the “ Hebe ” business by the
denial of it in interstate commerce, when the court can see,
with equal clearness, that the power of Congress ig invoked
for the destruction of a legitimate State business and not to
facilitate commerce? Such a hill is a fraud upon the court,

This question is no new one to mwe or to this House, I remems-
ber distinctly in the Fifty-second or Fifty-third Congress that a
bill was introduced to put a tax of 2 or 3 cents a pound on cot-
tonseed lard. That was all. It looked like a clear revenua
measure ; and yet, what was back of it? Hog lard, The two ar-
ticles were competing in the market, both valuable food articles,
but the hog lard the most valuable, because it contained more
nutriment it was said. Cottonseed lard, clean, pure, and good,
could be manufactured cheaper than the hog lard, and there-
fore it was taking the market from the hog lard. Here was
a clear, open field, but the hog-lard people, feeling the market
glipping from them, determined that if they could get Congress

This bill will
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to use the great taxing power of the Federal Government to
help them out in their hour of stress, and impose a tax upon
their competitor, they might survive the struggle. What a
spectacle !

The attempt to use the greatest power of the Government,
the taxing power, by one competitor against another to drive
him out of business—and this in free America; and this in a
country that boasts of equality of opportunity to all men; and
this is the same dose that this great Republican House is hand-
ing out to the followers of that great apostle of human liberty,
Thomas Jefferson, who believed in the slogan “ Equal rights
to all and special privileges to none.” It was a great fight,
and I am happy to have been among those who aided in de-
feating such a proposition. I can imagine no more prolific cause
of discontent and hostility to the Government than the adop-
tion of such a principle as is earried in this bill. When the
powers of the Government can be used to settle the question
of competition in commercial life, the act becomes tyranny.

Pure skimmed milk—bad enough at best, for we all like a
little ecream on it—is more nutritious, I doubt not, than a
compound of skimmed milk and coconut oil. But because pure
skimmed milk is better than the other article, and costs more,
is no reason why the other article should receive its death
blow at the hands of the Government, which has promised all
industries a fair show. I am bold enough to believe that there
is mot a man in Virginia, if he properly understands the object
and purposes of this bill, who would not admit it is untenable.
Because skimmed milk mixed with coconut oil is inferior to
pure skimmed milk as a food product gives no right to destroy
the one and exalt the other. This bill proclaims a mew doc-
trine—that if Congress finds that one article of a certain class
is best, that all others of the same class should be exterminated.

Take a few examples and see where such a doctrine leads
you: Shorthorn cattle for many years were regarded by many
as the best breed altogether to be had, but of late the Herefords
and the Holsteins are looked upon with great favor. Now, sup-
pose the Shorthorn people, to prevent the competition of their
breed with the Herefords and Holsteins, could get Congress
to lay a tax of $§5 per head on Herefords and Holsteins, or
prevent Herefords and Holsteins from being earried in inter-
state commerce, could any honest man uphold such a law
simply because the Shorthorn might be regarded with more
favor than the others? Have not Herefords, Holsteins, and
other breeds a place in the world for usefulness? Go ask the
wives of the farmers of this country whether they would in-
dorse a proposition to have a tax of 25 cents per head upon all
Plymouth Rock, Rhode Islands Reds, and Buff Orpington
chickens because some people think the little White Leghorn
is superior to all others because of its laying qualities. The
White Leghorn may be the best altogether, but is there no
place for the Plymouth Rock, the Rhode Island Reds, and the
Buff Orpington? Are they to be taxed out of existence in
favor of the White Leghorng or denied shipment in interstate
commerce? Such laws are breeders of anarchy, for the an-
archist might well say he would rather have no government
than one which uses its power to set up one and destroy
another.

I appeal especially to those who claim to be Democrats. We
are preparing now to criticize the pending tariff bill in the
Senate, which will soon e with ns. We charge that our Re-
publican brethren will, as they have done before, having gotten*
control of the Government, allow the great interests of the
country to write their demands in that bill; that that bill, when
it passes, will make some people richer and others poorer; and
we have always denied the validity of such position; we have
always denied that it was the function of government to make
any man rich; that its proper function is not to put money in
the pocket of any man, but to keep any man from taking money
out of the pocket of his neighbor. If this bill is passed and
shall become a law, it is an open invitation to any man in
business who has competition to come to Congress and get Con-
gress to lay a tax on what his competitor is selling on the
specious plea that what he sells is not as good as his article
and that what he is selling is better than that of his competitor,
or if not put a tax on his competitor, deny to his product the
privileges of interstate commerce and thus drive him out of
business, From all such bills and all such tyranny, good Lord
deliver us. Such things might do for Germany but not for
Amerien. “the land of the free and the home of the brave”
This “skimmed-milk™ diet is the feast to which this Repub-
lican House invites us and bids us feed upon. It is good for
neither man nor beast and we wiil have none of it.

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to prohibit the
shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign commerce. The
term “ filled milk ™ [reading from the bill] means—

any milk, ecream, skimmed milk, whether or not condensed, evaporated,
concentrated, powdered, dried, or desiccated, to which has been added, or
which has been blended or compounded with, any fat or oll other than
gﬂ: fat, so that ﬁ:l: med 1;555 pr%dlgt is in il? tatlgn or sembuncetét
, cream, or skimm ,» Whether or not condensed, evaporated,
concentrated, powdered, dried, or desiccated. it

My colleague from Texas [Mr. Jones] admitted that this
product is a fraud. I asked him the question whether the
foundation of one of these cans produced here in evidence was
not skimmed milk, and he said yes. I asked him whether or not
they could not be canned and circulated and sold as skimined
milk without any fraud. He said yes.

I asked him then the question, Why add to them something
that could not be of any benefit, except that it makes a fraud?
And he admitted then that the adding of these oils, these mix-
tures that add nothing to the food product or to its healthful
qualities, was simply to make this look like evaporated milk—
condensed milk—to make it look like cream inside when it was
open ; to deceive the eye on the outside and on the inside.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HERSEY. I have but five minutes.

But if you admit it to be a fraud on the publie, what be-
comes of the argument, the constitutional argument of the
gentleman from Texas, that you have no right under the Con-
stitution to prohibit a fraud in interstate commerce? The
foundation of a prohibition in interstate commerce is a fraud
that you are commitfing on the people. You do not argue
further than that.

Mr. JONES of Texas.
yield?

Mr. HERSHEY. Yes.

Mr. JONES of Texas. I stated that whatever fraud, if any,
was perpetrated by this was perpetrated by the retailer in
disposing of it after it had left interstate commerce and had
got into intrastate.

Mr, HERSEY, I understood you to say it was a fraud to
add to it.

Mr. JONES of Texas. It is a combination produet, and it is
so stated on the label.

Mr. HERSEY. Did the gentleman not admit that in making
these cans look like evaporated milk—the putting inside of it
of different oils to make it smooth and look like eream—did
you do not admit it as a fraud?

Mr. JONES of Texas. I did not admit it as a fraud. It is
a combination product, and it is so stated.

Mr. HERSEY. It must be constitutional to prohibit anything
that tries to deceive the people—that a certain produect is not
what it is. f

My friend from Texas [Mr. Jones] also cited certain cases,
to wit, the child-labor cases, which have nothing to do with this
question that is pending before us. The court held that the
child labor law was unconstitutional because it attempted to
prohibit in interstate commerce a product that was all right,
not a frand. The product of a child’s labor upon its face is
just the same as the produect of adult labor. Clothing or any-
thing else sent through interstate commerce could not be told
by the looks of it whether a child worked on it or not. There-
fore the product of interstate commerce being all right and not
deceiving anybody, of course, you could not make it a crime to
send it in interstate commerce. And the further decision, the
late decision, he cites, the attempt to prevent it getting through
interstate commerce by taxation does no make it a crime. Crime
is the foundation of it, and fraud is the foundation of the
prohibition of interstate commerce to this article, and therefore
it comes under the constitutional powers of the Government to
regulate commerce. [Applause.]

A more detailed statement of the faets in this matter dis-
closed that the business of manufacturing and selling * filled
milk " has become not only & money making and profiteering
business, but is one of the greatest frauds now being perpe-
trated upon the public in the matter of food products.

The evidence before the Agricultural Committee shows that
these large “ filled-milk ” factories buy from the farmers dairy
milk. By a modern process they extract from the milk all the
cream, butter fats, and practically all food products in the
milk, leaving it the poorest skim milk that it is possible to
produce. They mix this skim milk with coconut oil and other
vegetable oils to give it the appearance of pure milk and cream,
in its color, and in its smoothness and fatness. This is placed
in cans of the same size and outward appearance as the ordinary
condensed milk eans. They go further with the imitation and
place upon these cans labels and inscriptions like this:

“ Contents of this can is prepared in the rich dairying sec-
tions of " (whatever State the product is canned in)—
and the further label that “The contents of this can is made

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
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from fresh, pure, cow’s milk, with butter fats extracted and
refined coconut fats added.”

The outward appearance of the can would deceive everybody
except those who have made a special study of con~
densed milk. It is sold for about 3 cents cheaper per ean than
the wsual condensed milk, and the ignorant and poorer classes
of people, being deceived by its appearance, are led to believe
that * it is just as good,” and by being cheaper than real con-

. densed milk they purchase it and use it in the family the same
as they would use pure condensed milk,

Doctor McCollum, of Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore,
Md., testified before the Committee on Agriculture as to this
“ filled milk " as follows:

Doctor McCoLLuM. The thing for us to do, gentlemen, is this: We
are as 2 Nation now using approximately half a pint of milk per day
per person. We are using very little of the green leafy vegetables, and
we are using too much meat. The gro er thing for us to do is to re-
place other things in our diet—we should take at least a quart of milk
gr day, or its equivalent, and we should reduce out meat consumption

approximately 5 per cent of the total energy value of the diet.
- - Ll - L] - -

I do not know how many children are fed on those substitutes for
milk ; perhaps none, but there is danger that there will be. How many
gnunnt Eeo le in the crowded quarters of the cities, how many for-

gners who know too little Engl to read a label and to understand
the finer points of the thing——how many of them are likely to feed an
infant on this canned milk? 1 guarantee that n.n{ infant that is fed
for a few weeks on one of these milk substitutes will develop rickets as
severe as you see it right here. [Exhibiting photograph.]

Doctor Hart, a well-known medical authority, in his testimony
before the Wisconsin Legislature, where a law was passed pro-
hibiting the manufacture of this “ filled milk,” testified as fol-
lows: i

This bill should pass iIf for no better reason than that an uninformed
publie Is just as likely to buy the substitute as it is to buy the genuine
articlea, namely, the evaporated whole milk. The nutrition of the
American people should always be liberal. TFor direct consumption we

. should never allow as valuable a product as whole milk to be in any
way tampered with. The condition into which the people In middle
Hurope sank during the war in respect to thelr nutrition ought to make
us emphatically insistent upon the use of a liberal dietary for ourselves
and our children. The substitution of the inferior coconut oil for the
superior butter fat im a produet like milk is a thing that the publie
should not tolerate for ome moment.

Charles W. Holman, secretary of the National Milk Producers’
Federation, testified before the same committee as to this
“ filled milk,” as follows:

Mpr., Balderstan, representing one of our member organizations, has
very adequately expressed the view of the federation as a whole, 1
wish in mgport of that fo read a part of a resolution adopted and sub-
scribed to by our federation in Chicago on May 3 and 4 of this year:

“In recent years a compound made of condensed skim milk and
coconut oil has been placed upon the market. The manufacturers of
this product, commo known as filled milk, elaim that it provides a
market for skim milk. This claim is not well taken, for instead of pro-
viding a market for skim milk it destroys a market for butter far. In
1820, 7,000,000 gounds of coconut oil were used in the manufacture
of filled milk, and as a result a market for 7,000,000 pounds of butter
fat was destroyed and 8,000,000 pounds more butter was placed upon
the market. In ether words, the eoconut cow of the South Bea Islands
replaced 40,000 cows owned by American dairymen; and the price paid
for skim milk to make this compound was not equal to wha? the live
gtock of the farm would return for it

“ Moreover, this compound is sold as milk, and when sold as such is
a counterfeit. A fraud is perpetrated upon the comsumer, It does not
contain the nourishing properties of milk, which is the fundamental
food of this Nation, and no producer had a right to so imitate it that
the consumer is likely to be ived. The dairy industry must be pro-
}:ectullwfr{am this counterfeit and the comsumer from deception: There-

ore t

“ Regolved, That legislation be enacted to prevent the manufacture
and sale of compound of milk, skim milk, and vegetable oils for human
consumption.”

Likewise, at Buffalo, on July & we passed a resolution as
follows:

RESOLUTION ADOFTED BY THE CONFERENCE OF DAIRY INTERESTS, HELD AT
BUFFALQ, N. Y., JULY §, 1821,

Whereas there is an alarming increase in the manufacture, sale, and
consn on of bogus milk products, congisting of compounds eof
skimmed milk and eocomut oil or other vegetable fats; and

Whereas such products, regardless of the labels on the containmers,
are being sold in large gquantities as condemsed milk and other milk
prodiucts, thereby at onece becoming a fraud om the consuming publie
a8 well as a menace to the public health and to the dairy interests:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That we favor the abolition of such trafic by Congress
by direct prohibitory or restraining laws.

Gray Silver, representative of the American Farm Bureau
Federation, testified before the same committee as follows:

The dairymen of this country believe that very few of the peo&lde
who eonsume the 86,000,000 pounds of filled or imitation evapora
milk realized that they were using skimm milk and coconut oil

t of the d A whole milk containing the fat vitamines so
emhh,inthl to the growth and development of humans and especlally

es,

Aside from the various refinements or slight modifications of the
g:: filled condensed milk is manufactured by skimming the cream
| m the whole milk and then substituting coconut oil for it. Im
jtaking away the butter fat the life-smstaining fat soluble vitamines are
i removed and in its place is substituted oil which does not contain the
vital mwth-prodncrns substances. Blindness and death ultimately

follow the use of food lacking in witamines. There are other sources
of vitamines, according to the scientists, but mothers are not in the
habit of feeding large quantities of kidneys, liver fats, carrots, and
yolk of egz in order to obtain the fat soluble vitamines which is well
and han xvod’ supplied in

The production of evaporated milk from which part or all of the fat
has been skimmed and vegetable oils substituted $ nearly trebled In
the last four years im this country. It is a business which thrives
upon the dairy business, has its very foundation in the dairy industry,
and yet one which, if continued, will work untold damage to it, for
the modified or imitation evaporated milk Is being sold as the true
product. In 1917 the output of imitation or filled evaporated milk
was about 40,000,000 dgmmda. This inereased steadily until in 1920
about 86,600,000 pounds were produced. In the manufactu of this
amount of condensed filled milk there was removed about 7,605,000

unds of butter fat and y the same number of pounds of vege-

ble oils was substituted, since about 9 pounds of oil used to each
100 pounds of evaperated Esm This virtually destroys the market
for about 7,500,0 poun of butter fats. DBut its effect is much
further reaciﬁng than that. It is a matter of vital concern to every
dairyman in America.

When the manufacturer labels condensed filled milk in such a way
as to show it is condensed skimmed milk and coconut oll instead of
the whole milk containing butter fat, they neglect to advise the publie
of one big factor, namely, that the life of the milk was taken from
it when the butter fat was extrac ls on cans of condensed
filled-milk products advise consumers to use it in the making of cus-
tards, cake, and general cooking and for use In coffee and cocoa. They
do not state, however, that the milk is lifeless and does not carry the

ingredients for health of humans, particularly babies.

8o important has become the issue that already four States have

not waited n the Federal Government to pass a law protecting the
geople. but have passed State laws prohibiting the manufacture of
lled milk. These laws are found in Wisconsin, land, Ohio, SBouth

Carolina, and Florida, and bills have been intreduced in New Jersey
and Pennsylvania.
- - - - - - -

Coconut milk versus cow's milk. The only reason for the manufac-
turing of this product, filled cond d milk, is that it can be sold at a
ce. It is generally understood that when two products are

the public to be the same—and that applies generally to

filled ed milks and the regular condensed product—that the
cheaper one will force the her-priced product off the market., It is
a significant fact that at the time when evaporated and condensed milk
declined 560 per cent in 1920 from the high record of 1919 imitation
condensed m with the coconut oil and skimmed milk increased 24
per cent. The consumer did mot materially benefit by this substitute,
ns the price asked was only slightly lower then than for the genuine
health and growth producing condensed milk.

The dairy industry, of course, does not wish to see itself destroyed
by a by-product.

Until all the States in the Union have passed laws prohibiting
this fraud upon the public the plain duty of Congress is to im-
mediately enact this bill prohibiting the shipment of * filled
milk " in inferstate commerce. [Applause.]

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Tex Evck].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-

nized for 10 minutes.

Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there

objection?
There was no objection.
Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to request unani-
mous consent to revise and extend my remarks in the REcorp
after I have concluded. I desire to introduce into the records
my recommendations and correspondence with the chairman
of the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry when the work
of the commission started, because I want the farmers to know
that I am acquainted and familiar with the needs of agricul-
ture and its conditions at the present time, as well as its posi-
tion to other interrelated industries, I wish them to know
that I have done my bit in Congress to correct the evils that
exist with agriculture. I do not want them to feel that I am
not in sympathy with their problems and interests, when I ob-
ject to recommendation No. 5 in this report, which recommends
that the Government enter into immediate negotiations with
the Dominion of Canada for the conclusion of a treaty for the
improvement of the St. Lawrence River. .

I assumed this position with an intimate knowledge of the
requirements of agriculture, both present and future, and feel
that if this recommendation is ecarried through to an ultimate
conclusion, it will be detrimental to the farmers’ interests in
this country, and I am opposing it with a sincere desire to do
that which I believe to be for the best interest of the farmers
of the country.

I wish to ask the gentlemen of this House who are members
of the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry, who voted
to place this recommendation in the report, to explain to the
House why they inserted this recommendation in the report,
what information they bave at hand, what knowledge they have
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been able to obtain which caused them to vote in favor of the
recommendation, or what the incentive was which caused them
to support a recommendation for a project which will take 10
or 15 years to construct, when immediate transportation relief
is of paramount importance,

Were there any hearings held on this subject?

If so, what was the favorable information gathered?

Does the committee know that there are many farmers op-
posed to this project?

When was there a precedent established heretofore to develop
foreign territory in time of peace?

What is the real reason why it is recommended?

Recommendation No. 5 was placed in the report by a majority
of one by the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inguiry. It was
embodied in the commission’s report without holding hearings,
without filing data, without a request of the commission to the
chairman to secure information as regards this important sub-
ject, and without any information in the text to justify the
recommendation, except a reference to the report of the Inter-
national Joint Commission,

If this recommendation is carried through favorably it will
cost the Government of the United States many hundreds of
millionsg of dollars to construct a waterway within the territory
of the Dominion of Canada outside of the territory of the
United States.

If this recommendation is acted upon favorably it will mean
that the Senate will ratify a treaty which will morally, if not
legally, obligate the United States Government to an expendi-
ture of millions of dollars, and to transfer an all-American
waterway transportation system from the United States to
Canada, and place it in competition with the Mississippi River,
the Ohio River, and the barge canal, which are the present
American outlets to the Great Lakes, without the House of
Representatives having investigated or considered it. -~

If this recommendation is acted upon favorably the treaty
will be agreed upon and entered into, binding the House of
Representatives to an enormous appropriation, if not legally,
morally to build a waterway within the territory of a foreign
and competitive nation.

This recommendation was made by the Joint Commission of
Agricultural Inquiry, which was appointed to consider agri-
cultural problems and interrelated industries under Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 4, Sixty-seventh Congress.

This recommendation was adopted by the Joint Commission
of Agricultural Inquiry with every member of the committee,
except three, expressing themselves in the conference in opposi-
tion to embodying the recommendation in the report, stating
that the recommendation is unnecessary and out of place in the
report,

The following additional recommendation was offered by Mr.
Ten Evck when recommendation No. 5 was retained in the re-
port. This was lost by a vote of 9 to 1.

The 8t. Lawrence River is a natural boundar
the Government of the Dominion of Canada and of the Government of
the United States are mutual in its utilization. It is suggested that
the Government of the United States take such steps as are consistent
and in accordance with international procedure with the Dominion of
Canada and Great Britain to purchase all that territory in the Domin-
ion of Canada lying east and south of the line comprising the center of
the channel of the 8t. Lawrence River from its mouth to its source,
including the full riparian rights and rights to develop and utilize half
of the water power from the 8t. Lawrence River, at the same time that
it negotiates a treaty in accordance with the commission’s recommenda-
tion i‘o. 5, and it is suggested that the Secretary of State use his best
endeavors to have the purchase price agreed upon credited on the
PBritish debt to the United States.

The Ten Eyck recommendation was offered with the purpose
to invite the President of the United States, when negotiating
a treaty with Canada, to negotiate with Canada and Great
Britain as their interest may appear at the same time the pur-
chase of any land that lies adjacent to and borders on the St.
TLawrence River within the Dominion of Canada, which is obliga-
tory for the United States Government to own so that she will
receive all the benefits to which she is entitled, either legally,
morally, or finaneially, as well as from a business point of view,
before we obligate ourselves to pay any part of the cost of the
project.

This amendment was recommended so that if a treaty is sue-
cessfully negotiated with the Canadian Government the United
States Government will own and control half of the land adja-
cent to the canal constructed in the St. Lawrence River, as well
as half of the land which will be improved from the develop-
ment of the water power in the St. Lawrence River.

Every country should have absolute jurisdiction over its trans-
portation systems, and all transportation systems in any coun-
try should terminate in terminals located within the boundary
and jurisdiction of that country.

line ; the interests of

The land adjacent to a water-power development has as much
value as the water development itself, because it is the reser-
voir, the storage battery, and the transformer of the electrical
energy developed.

It is where the people congregate to utilize the power devel-
opment, It is where villages, cities, and large manufacturing
industrial units are built up. It is where great manufactur-
ing plants are erected to utilize and transform the electrical
energy developed by the water power and transformed into
commercial articles of commerce. It is where the total annual
output is accumulated each year and stored in the form of large
business and commercial centers, private homes, manufacturing
plants, and industries of all kinds. It is where the annual total
power output is stored and accumulated for all time in the fu-
ture, like a storage battery, to be utilized at will.

Therefore, it is essential that we own half of the land, so
that we may be a 50 per cent beneficiary for all time in the
future, before we pay 50 per cent of the cost of its development.

If the Canadian Government intends to cooperate with the
United States for the development of this costly enterprise, she
will see the strength of this argument and show her sincerity
of purpose by placing us in a position that we will not only be
a 50 per cent cooperator in the construction of the enterprise but
she will help us to become a 50 per cent beneficiary for all time
in its utilization.

The reconstruction of the agricultural and commerecial in-
dustries of the United States is of immediate necessity and para-
mount importance; cheap transportation is the greatest factor
in accomplishing the full economic development of the agricul-
tural industry and the proper development of the farm life of
the country. _

The farmers, having suffered mostly from the after-war defla-
tion, are mostly in need of immediate relief by a scientific de-
velopment of all of our internal problems, and especially the
development of our internal and domestic waterways, which
will best meet their necessity the quickest and help most to
solve not only the transportation and marketing problems but
many of the other disadvantages under which he is laboring
to-day.

The complete resuscitation of the agricultural life of the
country will call for the expenditure of a large sum of money
out of the Treasury of the United States, as its prosperity is
necessary to bring about the immediate and necessary relief to
the financial, industrial, and commercial life of the entire
country.

[t is imperative that we make all internal improvements
within the territory of the United States before any expendi-
tures are considered without the territory of the United States,
and that all money expended out of the Treasury of the United
States for reconstruction purposes be expended where it can
be of the greatest service to the greatest number in the shortest
time, and that all of our rivers and harbors and small navigable
streams be improved before any large project i8 considered, so
as to give to the people throughout the entire country direct and
immediate relief.

The United States should improve its own harbors first, so
as to relieve present transportation conditions by improving the
harbors of Portsmouth, Boston, New London, New Haven,
Bridgeport, New York, Philadelphia, Trenton, Wilmington
(Del.), Baltimore, Wilmington (N. C.), Charleston, Savannah,
Jacksonville, Mobile, New Orleans, Galveston, Panama, San-
tiago, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Portland, Seattle, and all
the other harbors within the Great Lakes, and immediately im-
prove the inland waterways connecting the various harbors with
the interior, to give to agriculture waterway transportation
from the interior to the sea, such as the Connecticut River, the
Hudson River, the Delaware River, the Susquehanna River, the
Potomac River, the Ohio River, the Mississippi River, the Mis-
souri River, the Warrior River, the Tombighee River, the Arkan-
gsas River, the Red River, the Tennessee River, and such other
rivers and tributaries that need improvement, so as to give to
the farmer proper and adequate inland waterway transporta-
tion rates; and immediately improve all the canals within the
territory of the United States with the same object in view,
and immediately take steps to continue and complete that great
and imporant intercoastal canal project connecting Boston with
Galveston through Florida.

The cost of the development of the water power in the St.
Lawrence River under present conditions, when the country is
in need of the money for the stabilization of its own commercial
interests, will not only deprive them of the money but if utilized
to its full eapaecity it will further upset the economic conditions
of business, if the claims of the proponents are true that it
will create the electrification of all the railroads within a thou-
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gand miles or more of the development, and which will cause
the serapping of all the steam -engines, the steam plants, the
cutting down of the produetion of the coal mines of the country;
changing the source of power of the enfire interrelated in-
dustries,

The total expenditure to change from steam to electric equip-
ment and the serapping of all steam-power plants will cost the
people of the United States more than what it will cost to
harness the St. Lawrence River. These c¢hanges must be
brought about gradually, with the idea of deing the least harm
possible to ‘the public.

We will admit the tragedy of freight congestion that war-
time conditions created in the Western States, which instilled
in the minds of the peeple in that locality an imaginary and
visionary idea that the canalization of the St. Lawrence River
is the “ quack-medicine cure-all ” which will relieve all of their
ailments,

1 can appreciate the reason why many people in the West
were in favor .of the canalization of the St. Lawrence River,
that condition of mind was brought about by the freight con-
gestion which existed during the war, and the railway rates
which were eaused by the war.

During the war there was a shortage of more than 50,000
freight cars. To-day, however, there is a surplus of over
300,000, During the war the New York State Barge Canal
was not in service, it was not entirely completed, the Federal
Government had taken over its control, along with the control
of the railroads of the country. Since the war, in the spring
of 1021, the barge canal was furned back to the jurisdiction
of the State of New York, and has been thrown open to the
use .of the public, and private capital has placed upon it large
barges of from 2,000 to 3,000 tons capacity, and in the year
of 1921, the first year of its operation, it carried over 1,000,000
tons of freight between Buffalo and New York Oity, one cargo
consisting of 80,000 bushels of oats was carried from Buffalo
to New York City without being transferred or unloaded en
route. When it reached the harbor of New York the entire
cargo was transferred to a trans-Atlantic steamer and shipped
to Flurope.

Hugh L. Cooper & Co., a firm of engineers of mational and¥
international repute, made a study and survey on the ground
of this important project for some large financial American
interests, and made a report to them, which has since been
made publie, in which they state that the canalization of the
St. Lawrence River and the development of all ids water
power, including the interest on the investment during its
construction, damage to the adjacent property owners, and
such other liabilities that may arise, will cost approximately
$1.250,000,000, exclusive of the deepening of the channels and
harbors, the rebuilding of the docks, and the installation of
the proper machinery within the Great Lakes to accommodate
ocean liners, all of which will necessitate an additional ex-
penditure of approximately $100,000,000.

While the international joint commissioners report an ap-
proximate cost of much less than the above, they state, how-
ever, that their figures were made without any soundings or
borings and without developing all the water power in the
St. Lawrence River, and they recommend that another com-
misgsion of engineers be appointed to go into this matter more
thoroughly and in detail before the Governments of the United
States and Canada commit themselves to their recommendation.

If Mr. Cooper is tight in his estimate, which I have all rea-
son to believe is correct, the annual cost of operation, mainte-
nance, including the interest on the money invested at 5 per
cent, will amount to approximately $75,000,000.

The total tonnage of all commodities carried in the United
States via rail, waterway, and highway is more than a billion
tons. The total tonnage of the five principal grains—wheat,
corn, rye, barley, and oats—raised in 1920 in the United States
amounted to 144,826,376 short tons. The total tonnage of all
commodities, both raw and manufactured, carried on the Great
Lakes in 1920 was 197,502,000 tons. The total tonnage of sall
commodities exported from the United States which was car-
ried on the Great Lakes amounted to 9,065,497 short toms.
The total tonnage of grain and vegetable products of the United
‘Btates carried in 1920 on the Great Lakes amounted to 5,499,-
020 short tons. The total tonnage of grain and grain products
of the United States which was shipped off of the Great Lakes
for foreign export amounted to 2,999,654 short tons in 1920,
The total tonnage of all commodities exported from all ports in
the United States in 1920 amounted to 63,803,438 tons, of which
only 9,264,458 short tons consisted of the five principal grains.
It is apparent that only an infinitesimal amount of grain in
eomparison to the entire business of the country is exported

From shipments on the Great Lakes.

The expenditure of more than half a billion dollars by the
United States is not warranted for the purpose of carrying only
2,999,654 short tons of grain for export.

Assuming that Mr. Hugh L. Cooper’s estimate is correct—that
it will cost $1,250,000,000 to canalize the St. Lawrence River
and develop the entire water power in the river, plus $100,000,000
to deepen the channels, improve the harbors and docks and load-
ing facilities in the Great Lakes, making a total of $1,350,000,000
for the entire improvement—it would be much better for the
United States to apply the interest on the money invested on
the freight rates of all the food products of the United States
than to assame the gamble of this project being successful and
meeting all the requirements after its completion.

Five per cent on the total investment would amount to
$67,500,000. The United States’ proportionate share will be
one-half of the above, amounting to $33,750,000. If applied to
823,851,345 bushels, the total number of bushels of the five prin-
cipal grains exported from the United States, it would permit
a subsidy of more than 10 cents per bushel on the entire amount
of grain shipped from all the ports throughout the entire United
States, and a subsidy of more than $11 per ton on all the grain
exported from the United States shipped on the Great Lakes,
or a subsidy of twice the present water freight rate from Duluth
to Liverpool on wheat.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan.
guestion ?

Mr. TEN EYCK. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does not the gentleman think
there will be more than 3,000,000 tons shipped on the Great
Lakes if they have a ship canal giving them an all-waterway
outlet to the ocean?

Mr. TEN EYCK. I will answer the gentleman. Grain is
shipped to-day more than 200 miles by rail from Kansas City
to Chicago to ship via the Great Lakes to take advantage of
the barge canal. I recommend that we improve the Mississippi
River,.the Ohio River, and the Missouri River [applause] fo
give the people in Kansas City waterway transportation all the
way from Kansas City to Liverpool without having to use the
railroads for 200 miles. [Applause.]

Mr. TINCHHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TEN EYOK. 1 will.

Mr. TINOHER. As I understand, the gentleman is opposed
to the 8t. Lawrence River project because it is too expensive
and not economical?

Mr. TEN EYCK. I am not opposed to the St. Lawrence
River project because it is tob expensive. I am opposed to it
because it is mot a practical scheme, because we are calling
upon the taxpayers of the United States and upon the con-
sumers of the United States to pay for a waterway for a small
section of the country to transport a small percentage of the
total grain produced in the United States, which is proven by
the statistics of the Department of Commerce, the War De-
partment, and the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. TINCHER. 1Is the gentleman sure that his opinion on
this subject is not in any way influenced by the barge canal?

Mr. TEN EYCK. I can say this to the gentleman, that I
am not opposed to it because of the barge canal. I voted for a
larger Navy and I voted for bigger waterways, and I want to
know whether the gentleman from Kansas voted for those
things? [Applause.]

Mr. TINCHER. My argument was not that you should vote
for all the appropriations. That would be more than I do.

Mr. TEN EYCK. New York State usually votes for appro-
priations for the other parts of the country. We are proud
of that, and we are proud when they come along with us to
help us. [Applause.] :

Mr. TINCHER. This happens to be a project, though, that
would conflict a little with your New York Barge Canal, but
which might benefit the whole remainder of the United States.

Mr. TEN EYCK. I wish the gentleman would not make a
speech in my time,

From a business standpoint it would be better for us as a
Nation to use the interest on the money which we will have to
invest to relieve the freight rates on all of the farmer's food
products, because if we do this we will at the same time lower
the cost to the consumers of the United States as well as the
consumers of Europe.

Our own citizens are certainly entitled to as much relief
as it is possible to give them, because the consumer and pro-
ducer alike are egually responsible for the taxes levied for
any Federal improvement. There is no valid reason why the
United States should construct this gigantie project, lying
within the territory of the Dominion of Canada from the
‘Great Lakes to the Gulf of St. Lawrence. Canada owns more
than 90 per cent of the land on both sides of the St. Lawrence

Will the gentleman yield for a
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River, Therefore they will be the principal beneficiary of not
only the canalization but the water-power development as well
for all time in the future.

One of the arguments of the proponents of this scheme is that
a harbor on the St. Lawrence River is several hundred miles
nearer Liverpool than the harbor of New York. Therefore, it is
essential that the United States own the land bordering on
the southeast bank of the 8t. Lawrence River throughout its
entire length so that before the scheme has been made a reality
we will own the necessary land to establish harbors within our
own territory equally near to Liverpool.

We might just as well arrange to have the Boston & Albany,
the Boston & Maine, the New York Central, the Pennsylvania,
and the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroads transfer
their terminals to Canadian ports in the Dominion of Canada,
so that they will be nearer to Liverpool, as to father a move-
ment to transfer our water transportation system to the Domin-
jon of Canada, so that its export harbors will be closer to
England,

Accepting Buffalo as the eastern export terminal in the United
States on the Great Lakes for the purpose of comparison. Buf-
falo is located approximately 400 miles from Montreal and ap-
proximately 500 miles from the city of New York. Buffalo is

488 miles nearer Liverpool via the St. Lawrence route than via
the barge canal through New York City; for a shipper to take
advantage of this shorter route, it is imperative that an ocean
liner will have to travel after it leaves the Straits of Belle Isle,
similarly located to the harbor of New York on the Atlantic
Ocean, 1,395 miles, including the tortuous, narrow, and danger-
ous channel with many obstructions and varying currents in
the St. Lawrence River to get to Buffalo, nearly half of the
total distance of 3,597 miles between Buffalo and Liverpool.

Seventy-five per cent of the population and the consuming
public of the country is located nearer to New York Harbor
than the harbor of the city of Montreal, In addition to this
the harbor of Montreal is only a six-months port. It is as essen-
tial to have proper feeders and distributors of cargoes leading
into a harbor as the harbor itself, and the network of water-
ways, highways, and railways that enter into the harbor of
New York is unexcelled throughout the world, which assuresg
refurn eargoes to all trans-Atlantic liners which dock within
this harbor; not for six months, but throughout the entire year.

I wish to submit to you 68 reasons in opposition to the canali-
zation of the St. Lawrence River and the development of the
water power in conjunction with Canada which I introduced in
a minority report in opposition to the recommendation that the
Government of the United States megotiate a treaty to canalize
the St. Lawrence River, which in itself should be obnoxious
to the House of Representatives, as it will take away from them
the right to study this important project before they have been
required—if not legally, morally—to appropriate hundreds of
millions of dollars to carry out a treaty ratified by the Senate
of the United States without having had an opportunity to

study its feasibility, practicability, or usefulness:

1. The ocean liner can not compete with the Great Lakes
boats of equal tonnage, due to the fact that the ocean liner will
cost more to build than the Great Lakes boats of equal tonnage.

2. A 10,000-ton vessel on the Atlantic Ocean requires 50 men
fo man it, while a 10,000-ton boat on the Great Lakes is manned
by 30 men.

3. The insurance on the ocean-going vessel, on account of the
original cost and extra hazard of the ocean-going boat traveling
the St. Lawrence River and Great Lakes, will be materially
higher.

4. The rate on coal from Buffalo to Duluth, a distance of
1,000 miles, is 50 cents per ton on a lake carrier. The rate on

" coal from Norfolk to Boston, a distance of 500 miles, is $1.10
to $1.25 per ton on an ocean liner.

5. An ocean-going steamer which is designed to navigate the
seas in all weather can not operate on the Great Lakes with the
same safety as a Great Lakes boat, due to its construction, de-
gign, and depth of draft; nor can it carry a full cargo on inland
waterways for the same and other reasons. Likewise, a Great
Lakes boat of equatl tonnage can not travel the Atlantic Ocean
with safety in all weather on account of its construction, de-
gign, and draft. We admit that both of these designs of vessels
can navigate in either place under the most favorable conditions
if the channels are deep enough to accommodate the draft of
the vessel, but not with safety in stormy or foggy weather, due
to the difference of the condition under which they sail and
their design.

6. The Board of Rivers and Harbors state that the total
tonnage of the Great Lakes during the year 1920 was 197,502,000
short tons. The amount of the tonnage exported from the Great
Lakes was 9,065,497 short tons—approximately 4} per cent.

The deduction from which makes it apparent that most of the
tonnage on the Great Lakes is used domestically for manufac-
turing purposes and for domestic consumption. . .

From statistics gathered by the Department of Commerce the
total production of grain in the United States, in bushels, for
the year 1920 is as follows: Corn, 8,232,867,000; wheat, 787,-
128,000 ; barley, 222,024,000 ; rye, 69,318,000 ; oats, 1,526,055,000;
grand total, 5,816,892,000 bushels; equal in weight to 144,826,376
short tons. There were exported from all ports in the United
States 823,851,345 bushels, as per table below, equal in weight to
9,264,458 short tons. The total short tons of all grains exported
from all the ports of the United States, including the bread-
stuffs, wheat flour, corn meal, rye flour, barley flour, oatmeal,
and 392,612,655 pounds of rice, total 24,099,113 short tons, ex-
ported during 1920.

Wheat, rye, barley, corn, and oats exported from all parts of the United
States, by customs districts,

Wheat. Rye. Barlay. Corn, Oats,
Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels.
124, 042 047, 258 1,276
735,758 | 1,623,402 | 1,884,718
45,112 58, 854 85,819
4,947,659 | 1,655,372 | 7,884 700
232,538 700, 665 126, 166
150, 414 109, 466 59,885
625, 035 82,220 1,500
5,940,073 | 1,142,008 907,088
T P (o
ST T T e 21,20
223,327 80,716
62,817 1,179
648,749 |...........
= - 357,128 234
4,611,083 2,160 48, 833
106,368 | 7,719,044 | 1,842,423
324,467 | 2,429,951 452,136
Total...........| 218,287,834 | 67,070,490 | 17,854,227 | 17,761, 420 | 12,577,574

Grand total, 323,851,345 bushels.

7. The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors states
that the total of all vegetable food products of the United
States carried on the Great Lakes in 1920 amounted to 5,499,026
short tons, and Canada’s total tonnage for the same products
amounted to 2,284 582 short tons,

The Board of Army Engineers for Rivers and Harbors states
that the total tonnage of all grains of the United States carried
on the Great Lakes in 1920 totaled 4,794,122 short tons, of
which 2,999,664 short tons were exported, which is the total
amount of grain that would pass through the St. Lawrence
Canal, provided all the export grain on the Great Lakes was
transferred from American routing to a routing via St. Law-
rence through Montreal in Canada. The barge canal, wholly
within the territory of the United States, can accommodate-
seven times this tonnage annually.

Therefore the amount of service that the St, Lawrence River
will render to the country on shipment of farm products, even
though it meets all the expectations of its advocates, is in-
finitesimal when compared with our gross tonnage or even
to the total export tonnage of farm products.

According to calculations of the Department of Agriculture
43 per cent of the value of the total exports in 1920 consisted
of farm products. If this percentage is applied to the total
tonnage as given in the preceding paragraph, the tonnage of
all farm products would be approximately 27,435,000 short tons.

8. The Board of Rivers and Harbors state that the total
tonnage of all commodities exported from all ports in the
United States in 1920 was approximately 63,803,433 short tons.
Total tonnage of all farm products exported approximates
27,435,000 short tons.

9, If the people in the great Middle West located at shipping
points similar to the shippers in the Kansas City region wish
water transportation to the sea, I suggest that we improve the
Missouri River, the Mississippi River, the Ohio River, and fur-
nish the necessary boats to give them an all-Amercan waterway
route to the sea, the same as Kansas City enjoys to-day via
the Mississippi River, and not require them, as is their desire
at the present time, to make more than a 200-mile railway haul
from Kansas City to the Great Lakes so that they may utilize
an artificial waterway route through a foreign territory that
will, I predict, eventually cost the United States more than
one-half a billion dollars to build, which when completed will
entail a big annual expenditure to operate and maintain.

10. The people in the Great Lakes territory cry for a cheaper
water route for § per cent of their business and forget the 95
per cent consumed by the people of their own country. They
are like the merchant that manufactures a general utility article
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in a city of 1,000,000 inhabitants and sends all his salesmen to
the rural and sparsely populated districts hundreds of miles
distant to sell a small percentage of his output and neglects his
local million-peopled market. ;

11. The St. Lawrence Ship Canal will not serve or cheapen
the freight rates on food products to the consuming public of
the United States. If the Federal Government decides to ex-
pend this vast amount of money in waterways we should
expend it in such a way that it will give at least our own people
equal benefits with the people of all foreign countries.

12. It is an absolute necessity that a country control its trans-
portation system to insure commercial success.

13. All the transportation systems of any country should
terminate at terminals and harbors wholly within its territory,
both in peace times and in war times.

14. More than 75 per cent of the people of the world are
closer to the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti-
more, and all other ports within the territory of the United
States, than to the port of Montreal.

15. More than 75 per cent of the population of the world
has a shorter waterway transportation route connection with
the Great Lakes through the port of New York via the barge
(f:lnal than through the port of Montreal via the St. Lawrence

iver.

16. The argument that the port of New York, due to its con-
gestion, is a sufficient reason for the construction of a deep
waterway canal in the St. Lawrence River to make Montreal
the principal export city of North America is obsolete. This
has been answered in a practical way by the States of New
York and New Jersey in their approved plan in making the port
a national harbor and increasing its facilities and capacity ten-
fold by their cooperation in the expenditure of many millions
of dollars.

The population within the port harbor district is more than
the entire population of Canada. The railroads and other
transportation facilities entering this harbor outclass those in
importance entering any other terminal in the world. These
feeders, outside of the natural advantages of the harbor, are
absolutely necessary for an economical and successful export
center. They assure to ocean-going liners a full cargo each way.
New York port being open throughout the entire year, assures
shippers a continuous waterway service throughout the entire
year.

17. On account of the shortness of the navigable season in
Canada, the shippers can only use the canal approximately six
months in the year, which will make it necessary that the
ocean liners will have to look elsewhere for business for the
other six months of the year.

18. The St. Lawrence having only a normal six months’ sea-
son, it will increase the cost of navigating ocean liners between
the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Great Lakes to such an extent
that it will make the use of trans-Atlantic vessels prohibitive,

19. The building of the St. Lawrence Ship Canal will give
Great Britain access to the Great Lakes with her warships, as
well as with vessels of commerce, through her territory, while
all of our vessels will first have to pass through English or
Canadian territory.

20. In case of war between Great Britain and any other coun-
try which is on friendly terms with the United States, the
United States will be prohibited from sending any of her food
produets to them through this canal.

21. The cost of shipping grain to New York City from Duluth
via the Great Lakes, barge canal, and Hudson River is T4 cents,
inclnding the elevator charges and five days' storage at Buffalo,
made up as follows: 1} cents per bushel from Duluth to Buf-
falo; 6 cents from Buffalo to New York, including elevator
charges and five days' storage at Buffalo and 1 cent transfer
charge at New York City, including five additional days' stor-
age in New York City.

See telegrams quoting rates:

New York, N. Y., January 25, 1922,
Hon., Peremn G. TeEx EYCK,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.:

Canal rate wheat, Buffalo, New York, slightly fluctuating season
1921. Minimum, including elevator charges, at Buffalo, 6 cents per
bushel ; maximum, 8 cents per bushel; additional elevation charge here
boat to steamship, 1 cent per bushel.

E. B. WaLsH.

Burraro, N, Y., January 25, 1922,
Congressman PeTEr G. TeEx Eyck, s
IMouse of Representatives, Washingten, D. O.:
Answering telegram, cost of trunsferrim%‘ ﬁmiu from lake boats to
:Ia;s ?l’ canal boats, 1 cent per bushel, Including five days' storage in
vator.
Apaym E. CORNELIUS,

INTERNATIONAL ELevatTiNGg Co.,
New York, December 20, 1921.
The following charges will be in effect January 1, 1922: 3
Charges to be paid by the Ernln: Receiving, weighing, and discharg-
ing, seven-eighths cent ger ushel ; transportation of elevator, one-
elg-f:th cent per bushel; boat tr’m:rming, $1.50 per 1,000 bushels; mix-
ing, one-fourth cent per bushel ; blowing and screening or dusting, one-
fourth cent per bushel; on all hot and salvage grain additional trim-
ming charge, $3.50 per 1,000 bushels; on any parcel less than a towing
lot of 4,000 bushels or any parcel or cargo on which the owners order
bagging in excess of amount of bagging required by underwriters’ rules,
transportation of elevator shall be one-half cent per bushel.
Charges for delivery to be paid by the steamer: Trimming, $3 per
1,000 bushels ; trimming decks 30 feet or over, $4.50 per 1,000 bushels;
waiting time for grain trimmers (longshoremen), $1 per hour per nran.

21a. From reliable authority grain can be earried from Atlan-
tic ports in lots of ten to twenty thousand tons as a part cargo of
ocean liners cheaper than a tramp or a liner will carry a full
cargo. The cost of shipping grain from New York to Liverpool
is approximately 9.6 cents per bushel. See following letters:

NeEw Yorg, February 15, 19232,
Hon. PETER G. TEN EYCK,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Sir: We have your favor of the 9th instant, relative to guotation on
a full cargo or parcel lot of grain from New York to Liverpool, England.

Please be advised that the present quofation on parcel lots—that is,
on about 10,000 bushels of eitlrer corn, wheat, or rye—is 3 shiii!u%s
9 pence per gquarter, which is 480 pounds, while the full cargo Tite is
4 shillings per quarter. ;

We are in a position to book for February or March shipment at the
above rates on parcel lots, and charter a full cargo of corn, whent, or
rye for March shipment at 4 shillinge. We are pot in a position to
quote you on oats.

For your information, the rate dcpends at times on the supply and
demand, and does not very much depend on the season of the year. Tor
instance, in January wheat, corn, and rye was gquoted at 3 shillings
per quarter for shigment in February. 1

We trust this information will be of service to you, and remain,

Yours very truly,
C. B. Ricuanp & Co.,
F. J. Navo, Ferwarding Department.

INTERNATIONAL MERCAXTILE MarixE Co.,
New York, February 10, 1922,
Mr. PeTEr G, TEN EYCK,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sik: We have your letter of the 8th instant.

There are no tariff rates to United Kingdom ports for bulk grain,
This is an open market and supply and demand govern. 'The reguiar
liners nearly all require a gquantity of grain for stability.

At the present time the amount of space available in these steamers
exceeds the supply of grain. The result is that the current rate 1s
less than 1kat at which tramp steamers can ba profitably operated with
full cargoes of grain. The present rate at which wheat, corn, and rye
are being booked from New York to Liverpool is 3 shillings 6 pence per
quarter, which at the current rate of exchange is equal to about 153
cents per 100 pounds.

We believe there are one or two tramp steamers offering for full
cargoes on which the owners intimated they would trade at 4 shillings
6 pence per quarter, which is equal to approximately 203 cents per
100 pounds. g

For the freight department.

T. A. RYAN, Manager.
SUBMARINE BOAT CORPORATION,
Newark, N. J., February 15, 1922,
Hon. PETER G. TEN FYCE,
Washington, D. €.

My Dear CoNGRESSMAN: In response to your letter under date of
February 11, I desire to inform you that we Intend to operate on the
barge capal, during the 1922 season, 30 barges, aggregating 12,240
dead-weight earrying capacity, with three new tugs especially adapied
for service on the canal. This constitutes an ndgitton of 60 per cent
to the tonnage capacity of the fleet we had in operation last season,
and, of course, the addition of the modern tugs mentioned.

With respect to the other information, I regret that 1 do not have
it available, but I shall try to get it for you as scon as possible,

Cordially yours,
Hexny MosSROWIK.

' LussaM & Mook,
New York, February 10, 1928,
Hon. PETER G. TEX EYCE,
Washington, D, C.

Dean Sir: In reply to your favor of yesterday's date, beg to state
the present rate on heavy grain from New York to Liverpool is 8 shil-
lings 6 pence per 480 pounds (a quarter of 8§ bushels), at which we
closed 32,000 bushels for one of our customers on a While Star
steamer to March 4 and March 11.

Tull cargo rates are at present higher than berth rates to the United
Kingdom, the present price asked from Atlantic ports being 4 shillings
G pence per guarter, although believe could obtain boats on bids at
4 ghillings 3 pence. Cargo rates to United Kingdom have been ruling
higher than berth for the past few months, owners seemingly prefer-
ring business to the Continent (evidently because expenses discharging
much cheaper). Cargo ra to Continent to-day for March, 16 cents
per 100 pounds, while berth rates are 17 to 18 cents per 100 pounds,
owing searcity of berth room for near-by shipment,

So you will see how the situation differs, nited Kingdom berth far
below cargoes and Continent berth higher than eargoes.

Seasons have no bearing on rates, except perhaps on eve of new
crop movement rates firm up owing to demand.

Eates are controlled entirely on basis of supply and demand, world's
markets baving distinct bearing. When they can buy cheaper in oiner
parts of the world we suffer accordingly.
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The ocean freight market is a large subject, difficult to convey in a
letter, If you are ever «down this way and want to talk about it, will
be gludvto give you several earfulls. i

i respectfully yours,
gt . WALTEE MOORE.

P. 8.—Just noticed your letter referred to oats. There has been
no oats business doing. The usual difference on cargoes Lu{ if heavy
grain rate is 4 shillings per 480 pounds, oats would be 3 shillings per
320 poundds—that is, 1 shillin ng. but per 820 pounds instead of
480 pounds,

Th% berth parcel rate bas been 3 shillings 320 pounds, while
heavy rate was 3 shillings 3 pence to 3 shillings € pence per 480

unds, the 3-shilling oats rate being an arbitrary minimum and a
E‘ijgher basis than it should be by comparisen.

Cusarp SteAMsHIP Co. (LTD.),

New York, February .!ﬂ), 1028,
PeTER G. TEN EYCE, Esq.,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sik: We are in receipt of your communication of February 9
in regard to request concerning particulars on shipments of wheat,
corn, or oats from New York to Liverpaol,

For your information full cargoes of grain have recently been closed
from North Atlantic to Canadian ports to United Kingdom ports on the
basis of 4 shillings per quarter, and the liners are accepting 8 shillings
6 pence to 4 shillings at the present time, The average rate wor
ou nboﬁt 3 shillin

e

nee per guarter,
ners are able g)e

accept a little lower rate than the full-cargo

steamers on account of the fact that ¢he _onlr take parcel lots—sng. on
an average of 10 loads per steamer, whith is the equivalent of 5,140
tons weight. Loads of t’fls nature serve as ballast for the liners and

are a great advan to them in the dispateh of their steamers.
thln ;he i:lalﬁz of fu l—mrgo steamarsth “'t.hey can tt!mrdli r:puo?itewho?ct}e?:
a » A8 e ave no other ¢ 0
ob?‘.gln f.ehvenug,:ir?ﬁx;r%gsri:rtha lmﬁsg of liners they take general cargo,
hich is much better pa; freight.

o gmln h{;]:l iln Mdéudip a{htilj{e kr]:;?te of about 200 tons per hour per hatch
Iinz\t‘mtlgl.h; time Igt y::rq t;.t?e rites on grain were practically double
what they are to»dag, and shipments are going forward from the Gulf
at rates a little higher than those prevailing on the North Atlantic—
gay 6 pence to 1 shilling per quarter additional.

;’nm equivalent of 8 shillings 6 pence per quarter is 77 cents per 480
pounds, which is the equivalent of about 16 cents per 100 ;t:!unnds. and
no doubt you will agree that this is a very low rate of freight consider-
dng the opera expenses of steamers to-day.

ne load of wheat equals 8,000 bushels, 60 pounds per bushel; 480
pounds per quarter equals 214 tons weight of 2,240 t’lznzmn 5

One load of corn equals 8,571 bushels, 56 goun s per bushel; 480
pounds per gquarter equals 214 tons weight of 2,240 pounds.

One load of oats equals 10,000 bushels, 32 pounds per bushel; 320
pounds per quarter equals 143 tons weight of Z,240 pounds.

We hope the forego. covers the point you have in mind, but, if not,
it will be more than our pleasure to give you such additional informa-
tion as_you mg'l mrc}quclllest

PR o CoNArDp STEaMsHIP Co. (Lan.);
JoaN GAMMIB, General Freight Manager,

22. The same rates are charged on wheat from Montreal to
Liverpool as from New York to Liverpool. The rate of insur-
ance, however, amounts to about 14 cents per bushel more from
Montreal to Liverpool than from New York to Liverpool, which
makes an additional cost of 13 cents from Montreal. During
certain seasons of the year insurance companies refuse to ac-
cept any insurance risks on- shipments via the St. Lawrence
route from Montreal.

23. Paragraphs 20, 21, and 22 show conclusively that it will be
fmpossible to save even 5 cents per bushel on export grain
through the St. Lawrence Canal, while we are promised by the
shippers on the barge canal that they will lower their present
rates at least 3 cents per bushel as soon as they can get enough
of the proper type of boats on the canal.

24, The interest alone on $500,000,000 at 5 per cent equals
an amount large enough to give a 5-cent subsidy on 500,000,000
bushels of grain, which is more than the total export from all
our Atlantic ports in the United States.

25. If it is a cheaper rate that is needed, let the United States
give the shippers a freight allowance equal to the interest on
the investment in the St. Lawrence Canal, and thereby run no
risk of failure with so large an experiment, which will cost us
g0 much in taxes.

26. Using Buffalo as the all-American outlet from the Great
Lakes to the Atlantic Ocean, the following distances to Liver-
pool are interesting and self-explanatory :

Nantical | Statute

miles. | miles.
Buoffalo to Moutreal . .......:. 339 300
Buffaloto New YorK....... cceusenns 440 507
Montreal to Liverpool, via Belle Isle. ........... 2,785 3,27
Montresal to Liverpool, via south of Newfoundiand 2,925 8,360
New York Lo Liverpool. .....cccveusuviaarasrnan 8,107 3,578
Montreal t0 Bella T8I, . vuiovivanpansnapesnsisassnassnnnrasissp 873 1,005
From the above it is apparent that Montreal is from 200 to|

800 miles nearer Liverpeol than New Yeork City; but for an|
orean liner to take advantage of this shorter route she will have
to traverse 873 nautical miles, or 1,005 statute miles, from Belle

Isle to Montreal, through a narrow and -dangerous channel
throughout the entire length of the St. Lawrence River, .while
the distance between New York Harbor and Liverpool is an
open waterway throughout its entire length. (See 68 regarding
statistical hazardous navigation.)

27. In the building of the Panama Canal we did not require
financial assistance from other natiens, nor did we build it
without first obtaining the territory through which it runs;
but, on the other hand, it being an international route, to-day
certain nations, especially Great Britain, are trying to dictate
to us as regards its operation, protection, and tolls. This being
true, how much more would Great Britain endeavor to dictate
to us if it laid within her territory, as this project will, and
being of international concern, we will have again invested
American money in an enterprise the policy of which will be
controlled to a certain extent by forelgn nations.

28. The policy of the public-service commissions and the
Interstate Commerce Commission is to oppose the building of a
parallel transportation route until the existing route has proven
itself inadequate to take care of the traffic for which it was
constructed.

29. The New York Barge Canal was not completed until after
the war had started. The Federal Government later took it
over under its control when it took over the railroads. That
and the war stifled all private capital from building boats and
warehounses and investing generally in transportation facilities
or engaging in waterway transportation business, Not until
the spring of 1921 did the Federal Government release its juris-
diction as well as its boats, and turn back the canal to the State
of New York, after which a number of private individuals and
corporations placed boats upon the canal which carried in 1921,
its first year of operation, more than a million tons of freight,
which is more than one-third of the tonnage of all the grain
exported from the Great Lakes,

80. In 1921 a cargo of 80,000 bushels of oats was carried from
Duluth through the Great Lakes and through the barge eanal
to New York City via the Hudson River without breaking bulk
at the city of Buffalo, and loaded it on ocean-going steamers in
the harbor of New York, showing conclusively that the barge
canal is large enough to handle lake-going steamers, if that
class of business is profitable.

81. Mr. Hugh L. Cooper, of the firm of Hugh L. Cooper & Co.,
engineers of national reputation, after a thorough physical study
on the ground and compilation of costs of the construction of a
canal and development of the water power in the St. Lawrence
River, stated in a speech in Chicago, April, 1922, that the total
cost of constructing the canal and developing all the water power
in the St. Lawrence, including interest on money invested dur-
ing the econstruction, the adjustment of claims, all other lia-
bilities, and other incidental expenditures pertaining to the
work, would amount to §1,250,000,000, exclusive of any work
of deepening the channels or improving the harbors and docks
in the Great Lakes to accommodate vessels of a deeper draft.

32. In 1912 we had a budget of one billion ; to-day, due to the
war, we have a budget of four billions; therefore, we should
only spend that which will give us greatest immediate relief.

33. This money which we are considering to expend abroad
could be used to better advantage to equip our own waterways
with boats, warchouses, grain elevators, terminal facilities,
ete., 80 as to reduce the freight rate to a minimum to the public.

34. When we need so much money for internal improvements,
farm credits, transportation, warehouses, good roads, improved
highways, extension of our own inland waterways, improve-
ments in our harbors and docks, and an adequate appropriation
by Congress to take proper care of ounr ex-service men, it is
ridiculous for the people of the United States to spend $500,-
000,000 to help an adjoining country to build a paralleling and
competitive route in territory without the United States to
compete with an existing all-American route within the terri-
tory of the United States.

85. Our policy should be American money for American
waterways within the territory of the United States.

36. If Great Britain controls, through Canada, the export
harbor, and Liverpool the import harbor, as well as the boats
in which our grain and farm products are shipped, she will
also control the price; and she being a consuming nation, her
control of the price will be downward, and the farmers will
lose more in the selling price of their commodities than they
can possibly gain if all the promises be true of the reductions in
the transportation rates.

37. What the farmers need to-day is immediate relief by
being supplied with the mecessary water, rail, and highway
transportation facilities at reasonable rates.

“88. This foreign canal which some are in favor of building in

the Dominion of Canada can not be constructed, properly
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equipped with terminals, boats, and other equipment within 10
years' time, and what the farmer needs to-day is immediate
relief.

39. Before we consider the 50-50 improvement of the St.
Lawrence River, we should at least own all that land betweeu
the present boundary of the United States and the center of
the St. Lawrence River, reaching from its source to its mouth
and south of the Gulf of St. Lawrence, which is now part of
the Dominion of Canada.

40. Whenever a water power is developed the land contigu-
ous and adjacent thereto improves in importance and value
because the land bordering upon a waterway development is
the storage battery, the reservoir, and transformer for the de-
veloped horsepower. It is where the people congregate, create
villages and cities, build manufacturing plants and industries
to utilize the electric power, transforming the electric energy
into articles of commerce and the necessities of life which the
people of the world purchase. It is where the developed elec-
tric power will be accumulated and stored for hundreds of
yvears in the future in the form of large populated manufac-
turing districts, Therefore, it is important and essential that
we at least own the land bordering on one side of the St. Law-
rence River and the right to develop and utilize one-half of
the horsepower available at any and all places throughout its
entire length if we are required to pay for half the cost of its
development.

41. I introduced the following resolution (H. Res. 287) Feb-
ruary 14, 1922, which speaks for itself. If the President of the
United States accomplishes its purposes, he will have at least
made the United States corecipient as to the water power
developed :

Whereag the St. Lawrence River is a natural boundary line, and the
interests of the Governments of the Dominion of Canada and of the
United Btates are mutual in its utilization : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the President is requested to take such steps as are
consistent and in accordance with international procedure with the
Dominion of Canada and Great Britain to purchase all that territory
in the Dominion of Canada lying east and south of the line comprising
the center of the channel of the 8Bt. Lawrence River from its mouth to
its source and the center of the Gulf of 8t, Lawrence, including the full
riparian rights and rights to develop and utilize half of the water power
from the 8t. Lawrence River; and

Resolved further, That the President is requested to use his best en-
deavors to have payments due the United States on the British debt
credited on the purchase price of the territory so acquired.

42, The reason that the people who live within the Great
Lakes watershed and the Northwest are demanding a waterway
outlet to the sea via the 8t. Lawrence River through the Domin-
jon of Canada is due to the fact that the railroads were con-
gested during the war and that the present railroad rates were
caused by the war. The congestion has ceased to be a factor.
In addition this the New York State Barge Canal, with a
carrying capacity of between twenty and twenty-five million
tons annually, has since been put into operation and thrown
wide open to the commerce of the world free of tolls, as the
taxpayers of the State of New York pay for its upkeep, mainte-
nance, and operation. This canal connecting the Great Lakes
and the Atlantic Ocean parallels the proposed St. Lawrence
canalization project in Canada and will give all the necessary
water transportation service that is necessary to relieve the
Great Lakes of its export tonnage at the present time or for a
great many years in the future.

The barge canal will do more to relieve traffic than the pro-
posed St. Lawrence ship canal because its open season is longer
when compared with an approximate six months’ season in the
St. Lawrence River. Therefore it will have a more beneficial and
continuous effect in its control of the railway rates from the
West to the East.

43. The adjustment of the present railroad rates has been
taken up by the Interstate Commerce Commission and will be,
I believe, honestly and fairly dealt with from time to time and
readjusted to meet the economic peace-time conditions. The
readjustment of the railroad rates from the Great Lakes to the
Atlantic Ocean will not be facilitated by the proposed canaliza-
tion of the St. Lawrence River which can not be completed
within 10 years,

44, If we are to derive any immediate benefit from the com-
petitive waterway route to assist, it will have to come from the
utilization of the present waterway lines competition such as
the barge canal affords, which is now in operation,

45. The scheme of developing the St. Lawrence River with
American money should never be allowed to become a reality
until the United States at least is in a position to be a 50 per
cent beneficiary, nor should we pay 50 per cent of the cost of
the canalization of the St. Lawrence River until we are put in
a position that the canalized St. Lawrence River throughout
its entire length from the Great Lakes to the Atlantic Ocean
ig one-half within the territory of the United States,

46. I know from an engineering standpoint that this canal
can be built, and the necessary dams can be constructed to de-
velop the water power, and that the United States is rich
enough to build them, but from our national standpoint they
should not be built any more than the New York Central Rail-
road, the Pennsylvania Railroad, the New York, New Haven &
Hartford Railroad, the Boston & Maine Railroad, the Rutland
Railroad, and the Boston & Albany Railroad change their
routes from terminals and harbors within the territory of the
United States to terminals and harbors in the Dominion of
Canada, so as to obtain terminal facilities nearer to Liverpool,
than for the United States to change the route of its present
waterway system by canalizing the St. Lawrence River, thereby
creating terminal harbors in Canadian territory, so that the
harbors may be closer to Liverpool. As far as our national
transportation policy is concerned, there is no difference be-
tween a railway, highway, or a waterway route.

47. All our past expenditures and future efforts in relation
to the improving of the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers and other
internal waterway improvements will be useless if the canaliza-
tion of the St. Lawrence River is made to compete to serve the
gme te;:itory if it will accomplish what the proponents believe

true,

48. If this unheard-of expenditure is appropriated by Con- _

gress for the St. Lawrence waterway, it will naturally curtail
the waterway development within the territory of the United
States, as the total cost will require a larger expenditure annually
for the next 10 years than what we are appropriating annually
now for all our interior waterway improvements.

49, We sghould not expend so large a sum of money to give to
a competing nation the same transportation facility which we
enjoy ourselves, and in this instance, looking into the future, the
total number of bushels of grain exported by the United States
will gradually lessen as our domestic population increases, while

the total number of bushels exported from Canada will increase_

as they develop additional acreage, and as time passes the
return on the investment will be much greater from a trans-
portation standpoint to Canada than to the United States. Our
policy should be to develop a waterway system which will serve
best our own producers and consumers for all time in the future.

50. The great Atlantic seaboard cities—Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, Newport News, Charleston,
Savannah, Jacksonville, Mobile, New Orleans, Galveston, and all
other Atlantic seaboard cities—have been developed and have
grown prosperous largely on account of the close relation which
has been built up, developed, and fostered for generations be-
tween the merchants, manufacturers, and fraders, and the pro-
ducers from the fields and mines of the interior in the develop-
ment of the natural tributaries to these Atlantic ports, and vast
sums have been invested by the citizens of our country on these
avenues of commerce, the railroads and steamship lines carry-
ing the produce of our mines, fields, and factories between the
interior of our country and the Atlantic seaports.

51. Changing our commerce balance at this time by the Gov-
ernment of the United States by the construction of an avenue
of commerce running almost entirely through foreign territory
wounld have a disastrous effect, if the proponents of this project
are correct, upon the great cities developed under the care of the
Government and by means of the thrift, enterprise, and invest-
ment of the citizens of our own country; these would be de-
stroyed in large measure by an appropriation from the public
moneys of the United States obtained by taxing these seaboard
cities for a waterway through foreign territory in competi-
tion with our domestic enterprises inaugurated and developed
solely by the citizens of the United States and domestic capital.

52. Railroad congestion can not be entirely relieved by a
waterway which, due to climatic conditions, only operates nor-
mally six months in the year on account of ice and fog.

53. The grain from the Middle West near and adjacent to
Kansas City should be shipped via the Missouri River and Mis-
sissippi River all the way to the ocean by water, rather than
via railway for 200 miles so as to pass through the St. Law-
rence or any eastern port.

54. When New York State investigated the building of the
barge canal at a large expenditure it employed several com-
missions at different times, each composed of competent engi-
neers, who in their reports condemned the St. Lawrence route
and finally recommended the barge canal as it now exists,
because from their experience and expert knowledge they be-
lieved it to be the cheapest and most economical waterway
gystem that could be developed connecting the Great Lakes
and the Atlantic Ocean, and the most practical and feasible
scheme regarding width, depth, safety, and practicability of
navigation. -

55. The title of all the water-power rights south of the inter-
national line belong to the State of New York. - The Federal
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Government can not develop it except for commerce under the
Constitution. The St. Lawrence project is more than a 756 per
eent power project.

56. The deepening of the channels, the rebuilding of the har-
bors, and the installation of the proper machinery for handling
freight in loading and unloading’ ocean-going vessels on the
Great Lakes will eost over a hundred million dollars in addition
to the expenditure in the St. Lawrence proper.

57. It is not conducive to the continuance of harmonious and
pleasant relations for two nations to enter into joint ownership
and operation of so important a project. Either one or the other
should build it, own it, and operate it, and have full conirol of it
in time of peace as well as in time of war.

58. During the war time Canada cut off the supply of electric
power to some of our manufacturing plants under the plea that
she needed it for war-time purposes., The same thing will hold
true in relation to this project if similar and like conditions
ghould arise.

59. The truth about water navigation from the Middle West
to Liverpool is that at most three types of craft are needed—
lake vessels, built lightly and inexpensively, for cargo-carrying
purposes exclusively; barges to traverse the interval between
the Lakes and the sea, and the heavily constructed n craft,

. with large crews, staunchly built, which can brave the ocean
storms and make as many round trips as possible in a given
time.

60. The commission which represented New York at the ship-
canal hearings before the International Joint' Commission re-
ports that the average cost of transportation of wheat per
bushel from upper lake ports to Liverpool, via Buffalo and the
Erie Canal, was only 10.73 cents in the five years from 1910 to
1915. How can that normal rate be lowered to the western
farmer by introduncing a through ocean route to the Great Lakes,
handicapped by far greater initial cost and greater cost of
operation?

61. The lake steamer hauls freight both ways. The ocean
carrier would return from Liverpool without a cargo if it re-
turned to & nondistributing center in the United States, for the
zggu-n cargo is the great problem for our existing ocean liners

ay.

62. I beg to submit statistics reported by the commission in
opposition to the St. Lawrence Ship Canal and power project
in a table setting forth the rate of freight by lake to Buffalo
and by canal to New York year by year from 1910 to 1915 and
from New York to Liverpool for the same lengith of time, to-
gether with a list of other costs, which includes various ex-
penses for handling the freight which was absorbed in this
freight rate.

Taking a more recent period, that of 1910 to 1915, which period is
considered as more truly resentative of present-day conditiens, the
rate of freight by lake to o and by canal to New York was as
hereafter shown.

The nmtn ocean rate, New York to Liverpool, as clted, is exclusive
of the rate for the year 19105, durinf. which year, because of war condi-
tions, ocean rates reached abnormal levels.

A nnual freight rates on wheat per bushel, from Chicagoto New York, by lake and

al, and by lake and rail, and from New York to Liverpool via ocean, or the yeare
1500 {b 1814, inclusive: Sanes i
Bylake | By lake | New
Year. and and York to
canal. rail.  |Liverpool.
Cents. Cenis. | Pencel
4.92 5.05
5.64 5.57 1
5.75 578 1
504 617 1
521 5. 02 1
6.01 6.29 1
6. 44 6.40 1
7.18 6.97 1
6.50 6. 50 1%
5.85 6.58 1
5.60 6. 54 1
el 8| 3
6.20 6. 81
hE e 581 6. 54 Eﬁ

LA %eme 15 equivalent to 2.08 cents on basis of $4.8665, the normal value of the
English pound sterling in American money.

63. I quote below paragraphs from letters received from seven
different shippers from various trans-Atlantic navigation com-
panies setting forth their opinion as regards the uselcssness of
this project and their likelihood of utilizing it should it be
finally constructed:

In reply to your letter of March 11, we bedg to advise that there 15 no
possibility of our using the Great es and 5t. Lawrence River Canal
should such be buillt. As a matter of fact, we are not in favor of the
canal, as we feel that it will divert business from the estublished routes
which we are interested im maiotaining and on basis of which perma-
nent terminals have been provided by us. We are positively opposed to
th?'t diversion of our cargoes from the United States North Atlantie
poris.

I entirely and beartﬂg np?rova of your attitude In this matter, I
believe there is grave doubt as to whether the St. Lawrenee Canal
development would accomplish sufficient in the way of resulis to justify
the cost of building the canal and developing the water power for which
there is mo near-by market,

There is, of course, a very large territory between the Atlantic sea-
board and Cbimg: gsouth of the Great Lakes and the 8t. Lawrenes
which would not naturally tributary to the pro ronte, so in any
event we believe it would be impossible and undesirable to abandon cur
terminals at the Atlantic ports. Furthermore, many of our larger ves-
sels draw in excess of 25 feet, so the use of the proposed canal would
be confined to the smaller type of ship.

Replying to your favor of the 11th instant, we would state that our
trade would not be aflected by the propesed canal connecting the Great
Lakes with the St. Lawrence River, and we therefore are not in a posi-
tion to express an opinion in the matter.

The steamers handled by us are operating to Meditercanean and
Adriatic ports and the greater part of this trafic would no doubt con-
tinue to move via the Atlantic ports.

If 25 feet is to be the limit of depth in the proposed St. Lawrence
Canal it will, of course, only accommodate steamers of very moderata
size, and the use of such a canal for steamers operating on the North
Atlantic Ocean would therefore be limited. The White Star steamers
are very deep draft, averaging in the neighborhood of 34 feet when
ed, so from a practical nt of view it would obviously be jmpos-
gible for them to navigate the tgroposed canal.

Referring to yours of the 11th with respect to the agitation of a 23-
foot canal connecting the Great Lakes with the 8t. Lawrence River, as
operators of overseas equipment we can not see wherein the proposed
project would benefit shipowners or any appreciable number of ghippers,
80 m; as this country is concerned,

Year. Lake. Canal. |Through.
Cents. Cents. Cents,
1.06 4.08 5 ol (R
L3 4,36 5.30
1.36 4.32 6.68
140 4.57 597
1.28 4.27 5.55
L33 4.47 5,80
1243 4. 345 5.588
safel

During the 1910-1915 perlod the average ocean rate from New York
to. Idverpool was 5.15 cents r bushel. This information is derived
from the official records of t'fa New York Produce Exchange and is
authoritative,

In citing figuves of this character, rticular emphasis should be
laid on the faet that the bases na represent the transportation
charges assumed by the commodity and not the cost of transportation
as reflected in the charges of lake vessel, ca barge, and ocean vessel
operations. Buch latter fi are of course appreciably less than the
rate of transportation under which the grain moved and a clear distine-
tion must be made between “ cost of trnns;portation " as n.g}lled to the
ship opf-imtor and * cost of transportation ™ as assumed by the consignee
or consignor.

Moreover, the rates named include the transportation service via
lake, canal, and ocean, and the ineidental terminal service involved in
transfer from lake vessels to canal barge and again to the ocean carrier.

The rates named aré gross rates, and there is absorbed therein the
eost of the following operations:

. Elevator charge at upper lake port,

Lake ecargo insurance.

Lake transportation to Buffalo,

. Elevator charge at Buffalo,

Five days’ free elevator storage at Buffalo.

. Canal cargo insurance.

Canal transportation to New York.

Elevator charge at New York,

. Three days’ free sto on canal
0. Five days’ free elevator storage at
n cargo insurance.

12, Transportation via ocean.

at New York.
ew York.

LRAB S e

ey
P

t of this phase of the project, it iz not, ln our J‘mlsment.
tion conld

1
a practical scheme, because ships suitable for ocean navi
no? t. Lawrencs

be navigated in a 25-foot channel through the
River the Great Lakes,

There can not be any safe, prefitable business built up on such a
project, from our study of this matter, and we are opposed to it.

64. Statement of Frank C. Munson, president of the Munson
Steamship Line:

The proposition to canalize the St. Lawrence for om-golng vesselq
is uotterly imgmetica-ble from the shipping standpoint. hipments of
grain from Chicago to Eur:(?ﬂn rts by the proposed canal would re-
quire twice the time needed under the present system because of the
low rate of speed with which ocean-going ships could navigate the 1,180
miles of this restricted waterway.

The cost of transportation on such ships through this canal would be
at least double that under the present practice of sending in by
water to deep-sea ports for transfer to large ocean-going vessels. Only
vessels of from three to four thousand tons could utilize a canal with
a depth of 25 feet, as pr?oned, and even these would be unable to use
a:num{1 of the harbors and conbecting waterways of the Great kes,
which at the present time are only 20 to 21 feet in th,

Thus to the cost of the can in order to make it practicable for
these comparatively small vessels, must be added the cost of deepening
Grleat Lake ports and ch:nnela’. et 7 .

n my opinion, any steamship company a g to operate across
the ocean and through the St. Lawrence Canal in competition with
lines getting grain from rail or barge at New York or Montreal wonld
be a losing venture from the start. If these facts were understood by
our Representatives in w""&’&ﬁ‘g& there would be no question of their
remultoumomusm y of our good money or any part of
such a sum purpose,
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65. American labor's attitude:

Do you afprove gpending your American money in a foreign country
to pnj?tore gn workmen when so many American workers are unem-
[

plo

guur answer is obvious, but your careful attention is called to what
foliows. Read it and act. Make your protest heard.

It is as a raillroad man and a marine engineer, with the interest of
my fellow workers at heart, that I am writing this, exposing one of the
most brazen Injustices ever attempted agninst the workers of the United
States—a scheme to throw hundreds of millions of American dollars
into a development in a foreign country, benefiting the working class of

another country,
HaroLp K. LOVELESS
Buffalo, N. Y.

66. The Federal Government ghould formulate and promote a
national plan of internal waterways and adopt the principle of
spending United States money for United States waterways
under United States control.

67. The facts are that New York is not the “neck of the
bottle,” as claimed by the proponents of the St. Lawrence
project. The St. Lawrence is already canalized and rates are
already so low from Chicago to Montreal that no improvement
is likely to be made in the St. Lawrence which can possibly
affect the saving on grain rates as claimed by the propagandists
in behalf of the St. Lawrence. The facts are that when a suffi-
cient number of boats are placed on the barge canal the all-
water rate via the Great Lakes-Barge Canal will be materially
lower, and Montreal wants the United States to spend a half
billion dollars so that without expense she will be able to retain
a competitive waterway system with the waterways of the
United States when they are made 100 per cent efficient.

68. In * a memorial concerning the fur trade of the Province
of New York,” presented to his excellency William Burnett,
captain general and governor, by Cadwallader Colden, surveyor
general of the Province, dated on the 10th day of November,
1724, Mr. Colden said that “ notwithstanding all these advan-
tages, which he had enumerated,” the French labor under diffi-
culties that no art or industry can remove. The mouth of the
River of St. Lawrence, and more especially the Bay of St. Law-
rence, lies so far north, and is thereby so often subject to
tempestuous weather and thick fogs, that navigation thereof is
very 1:ls.r.}gt!srvm:m and never attempted but during the summer
months,

*“The wideness of this bay, together with many strong cur-
renis that run in it, the many shelves and sunken rocks that are
everywhere spread over both the bay and river, and want of
places for anchoring in the bay, all inerease the danger of this
navigation ; so that a voyage to Canada is justly esteemed much
more dangerous than to any other part of Ameriea. The many
shipwrecks that happen in this navigation are but too evident
proofs of the truth of this.”

Notwithstanding all the precautions taken since that time,
many ships have been wrecked in the Gulf and River of St. Law-
rence, It is knmown as the * graveyard of the Atlantic.”

In 1837 the Albeuria foundered in the Gulf of St. Lawrence
and 525 lives were lost ; in 1840 the steamer Dundee was wrecked
and 202 lives were lost; in 1817 the steamer Montreal was lost
15 miles above Quebec with 253 lives; in 1898 the French liner
La Burgoigne was in eollision off Sable Island and 584 lives
were lost ; in 1914 the Canadian-Pacific liner Empress of Ireland
was in collision with the collier Storstad in the St. Lawrence
River near Father Point and sank in 20 minutes, and upward of
1,000 lives were lost. The commission which investigated that
unparallel disaster found that the navigation of the St. Law-
rence is attended with the constant probability of fogs. Cap-
tain Kendall said, “ Tt was very foggy,” and although the officers
of the two vessels saw each other’s vessel approaching, the fog
settled down so suddenly that they were lost to each other's
view and the collision occurred. It will be remembered that the
loss of the White Star steamer Titenic in 1912 after colliding
with an iceberg resulted in the loss of 1,500 lives. That disaster
occurred, however, off the banks in the region of icebergs, which
is the usual route of vessels passing between Liverpool and the
Gulf of 8t. Lawrence.

Other disasters have occurred in the navigation of the River
and Gulf of St. Lawrence, all of which tend to confirm the truth
of the statements of navigators, in effect that the navigation of
those waters, on account of the constant menace of fogs, snow,
and ice, is most hazardous, This is borne out by the marine in-
surance rates, which increase from midsummer until Novem-
ber, when insurance can not be had at any rate, and thereupon

insurance ceases altogether.
UNITED STATES SENATE,
June 17, 1921,
Hon.EPmnn ;}.R Tex E!&Rd Vnited Bt
GuRE O epresen VESR, atea
* " Washington, D

My Dear Mr. TEN Evck : I am taking the liberty of calling the first
meeting of the Joint Commission on Agricultural Inquiry recentl
created, and the meeting will be held at my office, Monday, June 20,
1921, at 10.30 o'clock.

The first business in order will be the organization of the commission,
and I hope that every member will find it possihle to attend.
Very sincerely,
L. L. LENROOT.

House 0F REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, June 21, 1921,
Hon. Prrer G. TEN Evck

House of Rsprmﬂotfwc, Washingten, D, O.

My Dear Mgr. Tex BHyck: In accordance with the action of the
Joint Commission on Agricultural Inquiry I have appointed the fol-
lowing subcommittee on plan and scope : AXDERSON, CaPPER, HARRISON,
HIIt.t.daéﬂSlmnﬁg. i

re to have the members of the subcommittee meet at Senator
Lexroor’s office, room 133, Senate Office Building, at 10 o’clock Thurs-
g.:;gl cl:nl‘l!itlg. June 23. Members of the subcommittee will please take
Sinecerely yours, _ SYDXEY ANDERSON.
Hon, SYDNEY ANDERSON, o

Chairman Commission of Agricultural Imguiry,

& e Washington, D, O.

BAR Mg, CHAIEMAN : Realizing that the report of r subcommittee
on plan and scope will undoubtedly be received by t.hgo:hole committes
to-morrow, and feeling that the proper organization of our vommittee
means so*much for the future smecess of our work, and as the report
of the subcommittee will be discussed in detail, I take great pleasure
in inclosing you a proposed plan of or%nntmtion of the Commission of
Agricultural Inquiry for your information and consideration.

I bhave written this out, su;?ﬂ:lnﬁ in a general way how we should
proceed with our work in detzil, and desire to file this with you, as I
?sh to record with the committee my views as regards the organiza-

on.

Very sincerely yours, PETER G. TeEN EYCE.

The subcommittee on plan and scope, composed of ANDERSON, CAp-
PER, HARRISON, MiLLs, and Sumsers, make the following report :

b;['had; ttl:e commission undertake, first, to assemble and organ avail-
aple ]

1. On causes of the present condition of agriculture.

2. On the difference in price of agricmltural products paid to the
producers and the ultimate cost to the consumer.

3. On the comparative condition of industries other than agriculture.

4. On the relation of prices of products other than agricultural prod-
i i o g ri statistical pict r

s a view of securing a stica cture of the existin
si'tlua.tion with a view of development of a specifie line of hf‘-
quiry.
That two subcommittees of three members each, the chairman of
the ecommission to be an additional member of the subcommittees ex
officio, be appointed by the chairman as follows:

First. A subcommittee to investigate and report upon the cotton
gituation, with particular reference to the ascertainment of existim
surpluses in the United States. possible markets abroad, and ways snﬁ
means for the disposition of existing surpluses in foreizgn markets,

8eecond. A subcommittee to investigpnte the live-stock situation, with
particular reference to emergency credits.

These subcommittees to deal with immediate emergency conditions,
m:fI to interfere with pending legislation and measures of relief already
under way.

That investigations relative to marketing be confined to grain, live
stock, cotton, dairy products. vegetables, and fruits, with special refer-
ence to one or mere commodities in each .

with qualifications as an
an agricultural economist,

That the commission amplt’;{ a mretug
expert in the economics of distribution an

the selection of the men to be subject to comsideration by a subcommit-
tee composed of ANDERSON, CATPPER, and MILLS.

PROPOSED ORGANIZATION OF COMMISSION OF AGRICULTURAL INQUIRY.
[By Mr. P. G. Tex Exck, June 23, 1921.]

Bach individual member should submit a complete 1ist of all the dif-
ferent phases of the varions subjects of the agricultural industry and
all phases of other industries which relate to agriculture or have a

upon the cost of its produce, cost of distribution, and price
received by the farmer.

After the above information has been properly tabulated the com-
mittee as a whole can segregate the subjects to which we should give
our attention and eonsideration to carry out the purport of the joint
resolution under which we are now functioning.

After this list of subjects has been approved of and settled upon by
the whole committee, the committee should decide upon the various
sources of information to be comsidered in our investigation of the sub-
Jeets previously decided upon.

After having decided uwpon the various sources of Information the
comuinitiee sbhonld come to an understanding as to the best way of
obtaining the information from the various sources,

Each subject should be heard separately, ms far as practleable, so
as not to be led astray on a tangent and confuse our hearings with other
or foreign subjects and thereby scramble our ideas, jumble our informa-
tion, and consequently cause further confusion when referring later
to the varlous lines of investigation for comparative and joint use.

All hearings on any subject, or subdivision thereof, should be heard
by the whole committee and not by a subcommittes,

When using departmental or committee files and reports of hearings
on any subjects as outlined the data should be gone over by a hired
expert and all pertinent information therein segregated and compiled
with proper and sunitable references for use of the committee and placed
in the record of the committee hearing on each individual subject,

I believe the first thing the committee should decide upon is
whether we shall take t;p this important subject from the standpoint
of Immediate relief or from the *wpoint of permanent remedy. I
further believe that we should first give due consideration to the imme-
diate relief of the farmers' present condition, and 1 feel this can be
taken care of under the subjeet of finance, su ed into domestic
credit, foreign credit., and discount loans, and itive immediate relief

ven to the farmer within a very short time by Intelt‘lfent action by

het:emtlaro committes, which will give immediate and satisfactory relief
to TIner.

At the same time, the committee should consider the entire agrl-
cultural industry from a permanent remedial standpoint, which, in turn,
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will lead into innumerable subjects on agricultural and interrelated in-
dustries, which should be considered in an orderly way in accordance
with suggestion as outlined above.

I would further recommend that a complete record be kept of all the
discussions and hearings of the committee as well as e decisions

reached by it.
PetEz G. TEN ExcE.
SUMMARY OF AGRICULTURAL AND INTERRELATED PURSUITS BRARING UTON
THE AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY,
{For consideration by Joint Commission of Agricultural Inguiry.)
[By Mr. Perer G, Tex Eyck, June 23, 1921.]
FINANCE,

Mortgages, discount loans—National or State banks, domestic cred-
its, tureigﬂredm Federal land bank, Federal reserve bank, community
financing on wnmho_use receipts, cooperative banking (interest rates).

TRANSPORTATION,

Railroad (rates, service), highways (building, loeation), merchant
marine, waterways (improvement), joint terminal facilities, cooperation
of all ftmr; warehouses, and grain elevators,

MARKETS,

immestir;: Local, intrastate, and inferstate,
g

Export.

Cooperative (cut cost of spread).

COSTS OF FARM PRODUCTS.

Production by farm laber: Planting and sowing, harvesting, and
storing,

Purﬁhases: Seeds, implements and machinery, and food supplies.

Marketing ; finanecing ; fuel for heat, light, and power—coal, oil. and
electricity ; total investment ; interest on capital; taxes, insurance, and
repairs ; management and supervision.

ORGANIZATION,

Cooperative bargaining, cooperative buying, cooperative selling, co-
operative manufacturing and canning plants, cooperative storage plants
or warehounses, cooperative packing houses, cooperative cheese and bunt-
ter factories.

LABOE,

Supply bureans: Federal and State; hours, productivé and nonpro-

ductive ; wages ; Immigration. (Greatest cost entering production.)
IMPROVE PRODUCTION.

Seeds, cattle, poultry, diversified crops, seoill treatment, crop treat-
ment, and mxc'hinery.

STORAGE.

Farm storage, cooperative community storage, and central corporate
gtorage companies.

HTATISTICAL REPORTS.

Federal and Btate; amount of crops, domestic; amount of crops,
foreign ; amount of crops stored, foreizn and domestic; domestic mar-
kets; and foreign markets,

IMPROVE LIVING CONDITIONS.

Education, rural schools, agricultural colleges, modern heating,
sanitary plumbing, modern lighting, woman's work, community attrac-
tions, churches, social intercourse with neighbors, mail :senvlce, tele-
phone service, and improved highways.

FARM PRODUCT PRICES.

Compare cost of production with price sold by farmer and price
paid by consumer,

INTERRELATED INDUSTRY PRODUCTS.

Compare cost of production with cost to farmers.

COOPERATIVE MANUFACTURING.

Flour and feed, dairy products, cheese and butter, packing houses,
and storage warehounses.

EDUCATION.

Rural schools; agricultural colleges; extension of mail service,
Federal and State; bulleting, Agricultural Department; and farm
organization.

LEGISLATION,

National ; State: local; beneficial ; restrictive; reciprocity (interna-
tional) tariff; taxation; financial—credits; marketing; conservation :
manipulation ; and improved highways.

DISTRIBUTION.

Commission merchants, transportation,
retail stores, and cooperative organizations,
BuMMARE OF COMMITTEES, ORGANIZATIONS, COMMISSIONS, AND BOARDS

¥ROM WHICH INPORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED IN RELATION TO AGRI-

CULTURE AND ITs CoONDITIONS.

{For consideration by Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry,)

' [By Mr. PeTer G, TN EYCE, June 25, 1922.]
DEPARTMENTAL.

Department of State, Pepartment of Treasury, Department of In-
terior, Department of Agriculture, Department of Commerce, and De-
partment of Labor.

storage, packing, markets,

SENATE COMMITTEES.

Agriculture and Forestry, Banking and Currency, Commerce, Finance,
Forelgn Relations, Immigration, Interstate Commerce, and irrigatlun
and Reclamation,

HOUSE COMMITTERS.

Agriculture. Banking and Cuarrency., Foreign Affairs. Immigra-
tion and Naturalization. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. IrrT -
lon of Arid Lands. Labor. Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Roads,

MISCRLLANEOUS,
Secretary of Agriculture of each Biate, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, ederal Trade Commission.

United States Slalﬁp!nﬁ Board.
American Federation of Labor, United States Labor Railroad Board.
War Finance rd. Bureau of Farms and Markets. Census Bureau.
All farm organizations. Federal Reserve. Federal Farm Loan Board.
. Chamber of Commerce of the United States, Woman's organizations
and bousewlves,

IIocsr:I I?b' Iﬁ t:r}:nm:.}nnvns,

ashinglon, 24, 1021,

Hon. PeTER G. TEN EYCK, et
House of Representalives,

My Depar Mz, TEN Eyck: There will be a meetin
mission on Agricultural Inquiry in Senator Lr:.\'uout-ss office, 138 Senate
Office Bullding, to-morrow, Saturday, June 23, at 10.30 a. m.

Ire also to advise that I have appointed members of the com-
mission to subcommittees, as follows :

Subcommittee to Investigate the cotton situation: Messrs.
e Rl R G SRR

ommittee to investigate the live-stock sitnation :
Funk, and Ten Eyck.
Sincerely yours,

of the Joint Com-

Sumners,

Messrs, Capper,

BYDXEY AxpERSON, Chairman.

Juxe 25, 1921,
Hon. SYDNEY AXDERSON,
Chairman Commission of Agricultural Inquiry,
Washington, D. €.

Drar Mz, CHAIRMAN : Your letier of June 24 at hand and noted, and
beg to advise that I am very glad to accept the desi tion on the sub-
committee on live stock, with the understanding that this committee is
to report and recommend to the committee of the whole as regards the
Proeﬂiure of hearlngs and the investigation covering the immediate Te-
ief of the live-stock situation.

With the kindest personal regards, I beg to remain,

Sincerely yours,
Prrer G. Tex Eyck,

Joxe 25, 1921,
Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSON,
Chairman Commizsion of Agrieultural Inguiry,
Washington, D, .

My Dran Mz, CHAIRMAN @ I take great pleasure in handing you here-
with the data which I presented to the committee to-day, and am very
pleased, indeed, to inclose you nine copies of the summary of agricui-
tural and interrelated pursunits bearing upon the agricultural industry
for distribution to the members of your committee; also nine copies of
list giving various sources from which information of interest can be
obtained for use by your committee., I am also inclosiug you nine
coples of my recommendation of proposed organization of the Commis-
sion of Agricultural Inquiry. copy of which I sent you yesterday with
my letter of June 28, for similar distribution to the members of your
gtl:mmittee. I have retained a copy of each of the above for my own

es, e
You realize that the above information is only submitted for the
consideration of the committee as a basis from which to start, and
is, of course, subject to such revision and modification as you or your
m?*m“ttfe d:ﬁm at?o“smi}sk'h inf ti desire, 1 b
rusting the above the information you desire, eg to remain,
with the kindest personal regards, =
Very sincerely yours, FPrerEn G, Tex Erck.
Horsg OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, June 28, 1924
Hon, PETER G, TEN EYCK.
Care of House of Representatives.

Dear Me. TEX EYCE: This will acknowledge the receipt of your
letter of the 25th instant, inclosing copies of memorands submitted by
you to the commission at its recent meeting. I am sending the memao-
randa to the various members of the commission to-day, with the
request that they consider it carefully and come to the next meeting,
which will probably be called for Thursday or Friday of this week.

repared to suggest additions or modifications of the program proposed
¥y you
SYDNEY ANDERSON, Chairman.

AvGeusT 1, 1921.
Hon. BYDNEY ANDERSBON,
Chairman Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry,
Washington, D. .

My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN : Along with the compilation of data and
statistics which our committee is preparing I would be Eleused if you
would have made a chart showing the comparison of the increase of
railroad returns for the fiscal year and the year 1913 ; the increase
of return upon other industries of the country for the last fiscal year
and the year 1913, and the Increase or decrease in the return of all
farming products for the same periods of time,

In addition to the above, I would like to have the increase in the
cost of operation and maintenance of each one of the above over the
same ods of time, setting forth the increase in materials used and
labor hired, separately, il possible,

We shounld also ascertain the number of changes and turnovers or
the number of people through whose hands the various commodities or

roducts of the farmer pass through from the time they are produced
y him until they reach the comsumer,

This, I believe, will be rather hard to obtain in all instances, but
we can obtain an average number of turnovers for each of the follow-
ing products: Cotton, wheat, corn, beef, h ete.

g.l? ¢ above information, together with a chart showing the cost of

uction to the farmer, the farmer’s selling price, the packer's price,
the commission men or warehousemen’s selling price, and the retailer's
selling price, will give the committee the necessary information to
mtel‘l;l_fentli act,

I will take this np further personally with you when I next see you.

With the kindest personal regards,

Very sincerely yours,

Sincerely yours,

PETer G. Tex Eick,

Ocroser 12, 1921,
Hon, SYDNEY ANDERSON,
Chairman Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry,
Capitol, Washington, D, C.

My Dear Me. CHAIBMAN : Referring to your request that I make sug-
gestions as regards additional topics for the committee to report on,
other than what we covered In the report which you are mow having
printed, beg to advise that in relation to the same I feel that when
we consider the committee report we should take up my suggestion to
the commission in my letter of June 25, 1921, which I submitted to the
committee with my suggestions as regards organization, plan, and scope,
in which I detailed the various things which the committee should con-
gider In its bearings, which I feel detailed the subiects quite thorougly,

—_—
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The prominent thin however, as our previous conversatiom, I
beg to set forth as follows: Farm ered‘;g and ?arm banking; transpor-
tnfton rates, transportation service; transportation—water and railj
transportation—joint terminal facilities.

Marketing : Domestic and export; cutting spread between producer
and consumer; cost of production to the farmer; farm accounting; co-
operative bargaining; labor supply stations; farm stores and coopera-
tive storage on farm and at jolnt terminals; statlstical reports—
domestic and foreign. .

The appointment of a farm attaché in the American Consul General's

in foreign ecountries for the purpose of securing agricultural
statistics; farm living conditions; comparison of cost of production
and cost of sale of farm I]it'oclm:ta: and cost of production and purchase
price to the farmers of all commodities used by him; farm educational
gystem on agricultural subjects; improvement in distribution of farm
products, by elimination of the handling, and cu the eost.

All of the above I set forth more in detail in my summary of i-
cultural and interrelated pursuits bearing upon the agricultural indus-
try for consideration of the committee on June 25, 1921,

Hoping this is the information you desire, I beg to remain, with

kind r 8,
ery sincerely yours, Pervee G. Tex Exck.

OcroBEr 31, 1921,
Hon. SYDxEy ANDERSON,
Chairman Joint Commission of Agricultural Inw{ry,

] Capitol, Washington, D. C.

My Dear MR. ANDERSOY : Referring to the printed report which you
have submitted to the Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry for
their correction and aggrovnl. to advise that I feel, as expressed to
you at the mee ti.nf held last Friday evening, that the joint commission
should not only issue a report setting forth in a general way from
information received the cause of the troubles in the varlous agricul-
tural pursaits at this time, but should make some definite recommenda-
tions as to what should be done, both by farmer and the consumer,
regardless of legislation, and hf the legislators to relleve farm condi-
tions and strengthen the agricultural industry of the country.

I believe that we realize that there are several fundamental eauses
for present-day conditions, such as the following:

Farm credits.

Cost of transportation and service,
Local, domestie, and foreign mar
Cost of spread and distribution
Cost of production and labor.
that you may understand more thoronghly what I mean, I will
submit for consideration and recommendation in our report several of
the things which I believe we should recommend for correction :

1. That suitable banking opportun!tg should be inaugurated to glve to
the farming industry of the country the same banking facilities on their
turnover that all other industries receive to-day. There iz & t
need for the extension of time om discount loans to the farmer
nine months to one year. This can be accomplished by authorizing the
Federal reserve bank to extend their discount time on farm products to
the lenﬁth of time of their turnover. The extension of credit by local
institutions and the establishing of additional facilities where necessary.

2, That suitable accommodations for market‘i_:g be established, with
a view of lowering the cost of spread so as to uce the cost of distri-
bution between producer and consumer.

3. Recommend to the farmers that they organize for the purpose of
coaoperative bargaining.

. That the raiiroads reduce their rates on farmrodncts systemati-
ecally and sclentifically, giving due regard to the 1 ties of production
and the localities of consumption.

5. That suitable and adequate joint terminal facilities be Installed
connecting the railway, waterway, and hlghwa{s, and that sufficient
and efficient terminals and proper warehonses be located at cx&)ort ports
with aceommodations for farm products to be shipped abroad.

6. That the necessary merchant marine for the transportation of
farm products be constructed and operated so that a continuous and
even ns-Atlantic and Pacific waterway route to meet the demands
of our foreign commerce be established.

7. That public markets be built in each of our cities for the mutual
use of the farmer and consumer,

8. That an attaché or Government agent be
agency abroad, whose sole duty will be to ob

rds the farm indw of that particular locality or country, so that

e may obtain authentic information as regards the amrgunts of crops
ralsed, the amount of produce stored, the amount consumed, e
amount imported by the Government and from whom imported, and
the amount imrported from esch countiry, and such other information as
regards the method of growing, kinds of seeds used, and kind of food
consumed in his particular locality.

9. That farmers inangurate a system of cost keeping, so that he may
ascertain what crops are most profitable in his locality, with the pur-
pose of growing that which is best adapted to their particular sections.

10. at the farmers cooperate in establishing and building co-
operative community storage warehouses to carry their produce from
seasons of production over the entire season of consumption, and upon
which warehouse receipts could be issned, which would be accepted as
gohla;erali at banks, etc,, thus standardizing their products of diversi-

e arming.

There are rany others of more or less Importance which the joint
commission will undoubtedly desire to add to this list, which I submit
merely for the consideration of the entire joint commission for recom-
mended improvements in the farming industry of the country.

Respectfull, urs,
v A PerER G. TEN EYCE.

NovemeeEr 28, 1921,
Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSON,
Chairman Joint Commiseion of Agriculiural Imgulry,
: Washington, D. O.

My Dpar Mr. CHAIRMAN: In reply to your n
gards my suggestion in relation to recommendsa
report and the proposed legislation for the extension of credits to the
agricultural interests, beg to advise that I feel it is essential that the
reserve bank should be authorized to rediscount farm paper for the full
time of the turnover of the farmer's Pwducts which are given as col-
lateral on his loan at a local financial institution, other than what is
known as the three-year turnover of the cattle-raising industry.

I believe that this committee should seriously consider the advisabil-
ity of restricting all member banks of the Fede
regards the maximum interest rate charged their

keting.
between producer and consumer.

oranock

laced in each consular
information as re-

uest of to-day as re-
ons as regards our

reserve bank as
Omers on ‘money

received from the Federal reserve bank, permitting them to charge only

a certain Yementa of the legal rate which ob s In thelr respective
States by law in which the loan is made, in addition to the rate which
is chu?ad them by the Federal reserve bank.

ery truly yoars,

PETER G. TENY EYCE.

DECEMEER 9, 1921,
Hon. SYDNEY ANDERSON,
Chairman Joint Commission of Agriculiural Inquiry,
Washingten, D. 0.

My DEAR MR, CHAIRMAN: Referring to the difference of opinion of
the wvarious members of the commission as regards our report on
finance, and the opinion of the members that we should make direct
recommendations, in accordance with my suggestion, that the various
members of the commission submit to you such recommendations they
care to suggest for embodiment in the final report, in addition to issuin
a statement setting forth a summary of our hearings as regards agri-
cultoral eredits, I beg to recommend the following:

1. That farmers and live-stock producers be accorded the same bank-
ing facilities that all other business men receive,

. That so-called short-time loans be furnished to them from six
months to three years to meet their requirements, extending the loan
to meet the time of the turnover on various products of the farmer.

8. That the bank‘ln§ gystem of the countr{n?: g0 organized that all
the banks who loan to the farmers will ob discount facilities to
the fuilest extent possible, commensurate with the security which they
present.

4, That a medium of discount be established for all the banks which
loan to the farmers so that farm paper will have discount rights in the
Federal reserve bank.

5. That all the banks that rediscount farm or other paper be re-
stricted as to the additional amount of Interest they charge to their
farmer customers over that which they pay to the rediscount bank.

6. That banking facilities be provided for the farmer so that his
products can be utilized for basic credit to the fullest extent possible,
and the banks be authorized to accept loans with proper warehouse
certificates as collateral, and suitable and nduluate arrangements for
the discounting of agricultural paper for the full length of the time of
the turnover of the product on which the loans are megotiated.

Yery sincerely yours,
. ! PETER G. TEN BEYCEK.

JOINT COMMISSION OF AGRICULTURAL INQUIRY,
Washington, D, 0., December 13, 1921,
Hon. PETER G. TER EYCE

House of Repremmfim, Washington, D, C.

My Dear Mpr, TeEN Eyck: This will acknowledge yours of the 28th
ultimo, containing recommendations with respect to the credit report.
I shall be glad to lay the suggestion before the commiesion at its next

meetin%m
cerely yours
: SYDNEY ANDERSON, Chairmaon.

The CHAIRMAN. The fime of the gentleman from New
York has expired. The gentleman fromm Wisconsin [Mr.
Vorer] has 36 minutes and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr,
Jacoway] 25 minutes remaining,

My, VOIGT. T yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr., GErRNERD].

Mr. GERNERD, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, the Nation prospers and advances in proportion as its
population conserves its physical strength. The vitality of the
race is dependent upon the health of the parent and the ecare
with which the infants are nourished. One of the greatest
factors underlying this vital question is the character of our
food supply. It has only been in recent years that real serious
thought has been given to this subject. The great insurance
companies of America have made so many startling observa-
tions of the marked decline in the health of men after they
pass the age of 50 that the medical profession all over the
world began to direct its attention to the causes that produce
this alarming fact,

Investigations and careful experiments have demonstrated
the unerring truth that we are grossly negligent in the char-
acter of the food that we eat. We crave after the things that
please the eye and gratify our taste, but which lack the essen-
tial quality that preserves our health and insures longevity
of life. Apoplexy, heart failure, and Bright's disease have
proven far more deadly to the men of 50 than did all the
fearful and tragic attacks of the enemy in the late war. Have
we forgotten the great crusade that was begun less than 20
years ago and carried on with such relentless zeal ever since to
arrest infant mortality? Almost immediately it was discovered
that the great cause of this scourge was impure milk which
was being fed to babies throughout the land. Every effort was
made to correct this startling discovery; there was not a city
in the country that did not pass rigid ordinances regulating their
milk supply and employ every effective means for its enforce-
ment. State legislatures passed laws for the purpose of en-
forcing sanitation and inspection of the great herds of dairy
cattle in order that the germs of infected cattle might not be
transmitted in the food; in addition, a vigorous campaign of
education was inaugurated, with the result that thousands ef
our infant population were gaved during the last decade and
the general health of the Nation conserved,

It has been demonstrated beyond question that one of the
basic foods of our people should be the pure and wholesome
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milk of the dairy cow; it possesses a quality of food value
essential to real health. We are reliably informed that the
American people consume daily but one-half pint of milk per
capita, whereas our natural consumption should be a quart a
day. Rickets in infants, pellagra, and low blood pressure are
the chief characteristics of those suffering from lack of proper
nourishment, Men are walking the streets by the thousands
apparently in the best of health, who upon physical examina-
tion are found to be undernourished, caused by the lack of
proper food. As a nation we are just beginning to appreciate
the importance of health conservation. This is evidenced by
the universal establishment in every community of a well-
regulated public health service. Realizing, then, the importance
of having a strong, vigorous, and healthy population, and that
largely our national happiness and prosperity is dependent upon
it, we are considering a bill to-day that presents to us a situ-
ation, fraught with real peril, unless we in our wisdom shall
promptly act to prevent its further progress.

This bill seeks to prevent the manufacture and sale of filled
milk. You will ask, What is filled milk? It is an imitation of
condensed or evaporated milk, made by mixing condensed
skimmed milk with coconut oil. Condensed or evaporated
milk is condensed whole milk, with all of the eream and butter
fat as produced from the cow, whereas filled milk is manufac-
tured by skimming the cream and removing the butter fat
from the natural milk and substituting in place of it coconut
0il. Whenever the cream or butter fat is extracted from the
whole milk and coconut oil is substituted the product loses its
nutritive value. No one has contended that coconut oil pos-
sesses any real food value. Whatever food value this filled
milk possesses is in the skimmed milk with which the coconut
oil is mixed. We all appreciate the insignificant value of
skimmed milk in our daily experiences: everybody conversant
with the subject acknowledges that this filled milk substi-
tute possesses none of the high food values that are contained
in condensed or evaporated milk; it is a fraudulent substitute.
What, then, has prompted its manufacture? During the year
1920, 86,561,000 pounds of this filled-milk product was made and
sold, and in its manufacture nearly 8,000,000 pounds of coconut
oil were used. It has been shown that it cosis 86 cents per
case (of 12 cans) less to manufacture this milk compound than
pure condensed milk, and that it is sold upon the market
in carload lots for $1.40 per case less than is realized for con-
densed milk, Why, then, should this new produet have such
a marvelous demand when it has but little of the great food
value that is found so abundantly in the legitimate product?

It is easy to understand the reason if we but realized that it
costs considerable less to manufacture than that of condensed
milk, so that its producers are able to engage in unfair compe-
tition with the legitimate producers of condensed milk. Coco-
nut oil sells for 12 cents per pound, while the markef price of
butter fat is 36 cents per pound. These manufacturers have ex-
pended huge sums of money in spectacular advertising, skill-
fully leading a large public to believe that it is as good a
product as condensed milk, and that it is a substitute, selling
for less money. So adroitly have they introduced their brands
that millions buy the substitute, believing it to be real con-
densed milk, The retail stores have been selling it for the
same price per can as they have been geiting for the legiti-
mate article,

Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GERNERD. Not now, thank you.

It has been shown that 156 stores in the city of Washington
have been selling it as a milk product and classing it with con-
densed milk. Unfortunately very few merchants that sell this
compound are aware that it does not possess the same food
value as condensed milk, and in their ignorance they stimulate
its sale for the reason that they can buy this substitute for
$1.40 per case less than they can purchase the legitimate
article. These producers of this milk compound nowhere pre-
tend that it possesses any superior guality over that possessed
by condensed or evaporated milk, but, on the contrary, every
method is employed to deceive the publie in believing it fo be a
similar product and as good as condensed milk.

So successful have they been in the sale of this product and
the growing demand for it that they are alarmingly and seri-
ously encroaching upon the legitimate manufacturer who puts
forth the real product, that he is in danger of being put out of
business or else forced to manufacture a similar article in
order to meet this vicious and growing competition, It is a
most palpable fraud upon the public and a great injustice to
the manufacturer of condensed milk.

Thousands of mothers are compelled to use condensed milk
in the feeding of their infants, and through many years of per-
gistent efforts and experimentations whole milk has been

placed upon the market free of all impurities and still retain-
ing the great nutritive value that fresh milk possesses. To-day
thousands live in tenement houses and apartments where the
question of a fresh milk supply is a most difficult and serious
problem, There are many localities throughout the country
where it is impossible to serve fresh milk. This is especially
true in many of our mining localities who are far removed
from pasture lands. Under these circumstances it was but
natural that condensed and evaporated milk should find an
established place in so many of our homes, The people have
learned its use with perfect safety and appreciate its whole-
someness. It has become an indispensable part of the family
table. Everyone has absolute confidence in its food value. So
universal has become its use that last year we consumed ap-
proximately 1,500,000,000 pounds of condensed milk.

How can we, then, in view of these facts, permit an imitation
milk product which to all appearances possesses all of the char-
acteristics of real condensed milk as to color, taste, and con-
sistency and which requires an expert to make a chemical
analysis in order to discover the deception?

Are we going to exercise a rigid supervision over our fresh
milk supply by having daily inspectors inspect the milk and
determine whether it has been watered or tampered with and
whether it contains at least a butter fat of 3 per cent, and then,
on the other hand, permit the manufacture of a milk compound
that is free of the essential ingredients that we demand in our
fresh milk supply? Such a situation is plainly unjust and in-
consistent.

These producers of milk compounds would have you believe
thal they are a great aid to the dairy industry of the country,
because they allege that they consume about 200,000,000 pounds
of skimmed milk per annum in the manufacture of their prod-
uct. To my mind nothing could be more absurd than such a
contention, for any inferior and deleterious product that is sent
forth in the market in competition with the legitimate product
is not a stimulus to that industry, but is a serious menace and
maliciously destructive. Shall we permit these men to continue
to profit at the expense of the Nation's health and the many
years of toil and persistent efforts of the dairy farmer? Are
we going to hinder the growth and further development of this
life-preserving industry? Are we going to stand by the farmer
who by great-vigilance watches his herd, gathers his milk, and
sends it to the market to feed us, or are we going to embarrass
him by permitting a fraudulent substitute competing with his
real product? Shall we permit the innocent babe to drink this
foul and deceptive imitation? It is a most nefarious enterprise,
and I trust our action here to-day will put an end to these con-
scienceless promoters who would build castles of wealth over
the dying babe that struggles for life while innocently drinking
this concoction of coconut ofl while its anxious and loving
mother wonders why its little cheeks are falling in and its life-
less limbs appear so withered. Let us stand by the babe of the
Nation and the dairy cow. [Applause.] May her marvelous
stream of life-giving milk ever flow on in all its purity; may
she always continue to impart the God-given gifts as she gathers
them in the green pastures amid the sweet-scented flowers and
the babbling brook, and in that mysterious way of nature
transmit to humanity life, happiness, and a spark of the Divine,
[Applause.]

Mr. JONES of Texas.
no quorum is present.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas makes the
point of no guorum. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and twenty-two Members present, a quorum,

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. Cracue.]

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commif-
tee, the reason I am in favor of the present bill is that it is
going to wipe out a product that is and has been placed upon
the market and sold to the people as a food substance known
ag filled milk, which is a deception, a fraud, and a counterfeit.
It is not the natural product. It is made by taking all the
butter fat out of the real milk and then putting in the lifeless
skimmed milk, a counterfeit substance, in place of the butter
fat, and this resembled produet, or filled milk as it is called, is
an exact imitation of real milk. In many places it has been
sold as cream and sold in bulk. I happen to be a member of
the. Agricultural Committee and had the privilege of hearing
all the evidence that was given before the same. During the
time that the hearings were held I made a little investigation
around the city of Washington for the purpose of finding out
whether or not this substitute was sold in the city of Wash-
ington. Several of the witnesses who appeared before the com-
mittee in opposition to the bill stated that this substitute was
just as good aw the average condensed milk. Here is a can

Mr. Chairman, I make the point that
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of Carnation brand of evaporated milk. I also have before
me a can of Hebe, or a substitute known as filled milk. You
will observe that the substitute looks the same as the genuine
evaporated milk, and if any of you gentlemen can tell the dif-
ference in taste or any difference in the appearance, I would
like to have you do it,

Mr. RAKER. The Hebe looks a little more like cream.

Mr. CLAGUE, Perhaps it does in this instanee, but they
ordinarily look the same. As I stated, I made an investigation
about a year ago, going to 25 or more stores in the city of
Washington, most of them on the outskirts. In all of the stores
I asked for evaporated milk, and in at least two-thirds of them
they stated that they did not have the Carnation or the Borden
brand of evaporated milk but they had a substitute which was
just as good. The substitutes were Nutro, Hebe, and other
brands of filled milk. In most of the stores the substitute was
being sold from 1 to 2 cents lower than the pure-milk brands. I
was invariably informed that these substitutes were just as
good as evaporated milk, and were just as good for all general
purposes. I made an investigation at one of the leading stores
on Pennsylvania Avenue and asked for evaporated milk, and
the storekeeper stated: “1 don’t have Borden’s or Carnation.
I usually carry them, but I have here the Hebe, a substitute,
which is just as good for all purposes.” It was about that time
that the labels on the cans were changed. About a year ago
these substitutes did not have on the cans the words, * Do not
use in place of milk for infants,” but it was printed on the
cans that the substitute was good for all general food purposes,
and it was sold to the patrons for the use of children and for all
food purposes. In many instances I purchased cans of the
substitute filled milk, and upon examination I found it impos-
sible to tell the difference between the substitute and the
genunine article. The substitute is made the same color, so that
the ordinary,person can not tell the difiference in appearance.
The same amount of solids are used in it that the law requires
for evaporated milk. It tastes and looks like pure milk. The
housewife can see no difference, because it takes an expert to
tell the difference between the fraudulent substitute and real
milk.

There is the trouble. This substitute is a pure deception, a
fraud, and a counterfeit. In these substitutes the whole butter
fat is taken out. There is no life-giving substance in it, and
therefore if it is not good for infants it is not good for adults.

The gentleman from Virginia said something about 1ts not
being good for infants. What is the natural food for infants?
All will admit that it is milk. When a mother goes to the store
and buys this substitute and it is sold to her as it has been
in the past for something just as good as pure milk, that is a
deception and a fraud and should be prohibited from being sold.

I made another investigation within the last 10 days in this
city, going to most of the stores that I visited about a year ago.
1 found that I could not buy a single can of Hebe or other
substitutes in any of these stores. I went to the same store
on Pennsylvania Avenue that I did a year ago and asked for
Hebe or a substitute milk, and the storekeeper stated: “ My
friend, I am not selling it any more.” I said, “ But you said
last fall that it was just as good as the real milk.” He stated,
“I have learned that it is not and the Government has put it
out of business. It was represented to me, when I bought it,
to be just as good as the real milk and I sold it honestly, be-
lieving it to be so. But I have since found out that it is not.”

I went out on Fourteenth Street to some other stores on the
outskirts where they have been selling if, and was inforimed by
the various merchants that they did not keep it in stock and
were not selling it, that they had found out that it wasg a fraud
and they did not want to impose it upon their customers, and
us a result of my visit to 31 stores within the last 10 days I
could not purchase one can of this substitute, filled milk, which
shows that either the merchants of this city want to do an
honest business or that the people have learned that this sub-
stitute is worthless and will not purchase the same,

Mr. RAKER, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLAGUE. Yes.

Mr. RAKER. How did the Government put this man in the
Pennsylvania Avenue store out of business?

Mr. CLAGUE. Well, the Government did not put him out of
business, but the substitute was found to be a deceptive prod-
uct and the Government put certain regulations in the way of
requirements on the labels. People became better acquainted
with its being & deception, and no doubt the merchants did not
care to handle it and thereby deceive their customers.

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman has poured out in a glass some
of this substitute called Hebe and also poured out in the glass
a can of the Carnation evaporated milk, The Hebe looks like
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delicious cream, and nutritious. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman if there is any nutrition in this substitute?

Mr, CLAGUE, Professor McCullom, who appeared before our
committee, says that it has no nutritive value; that a rat fed
on it for 60 days would die. You can test these two—oue is
pure Carnation evaporated milk; the other, Hebe, is a filled
milk, a substitute for milk. You will see that the Hebe has a
very creamy color and a creamy taste, but is wholly void of _
butter fat or vitamines. It tastes as good as the finest of milk,
but is a fraud in so far as having any nutrition substance.
Gentlemen of the committee, there is only one thing about it,
and that is that this filled milk is a pure fraud, and the fraud
is largely perpetrated upon the ignorant and poor people. The
ignorant people in the cities to whoimn it is sold know nothing
of the merits of the same, They are buying it, believing that
it is fully as good as the real milk, and supposing that it is
good for children and for cooking purposes and that it is legiti-
mate evaporated milk, when, as a matter of fact, they are get-
ting something that contuins no life substance whatever. This
substitute is being largely manufactured and has tended and is
now tending to injure the sale of genuine milk. All legitimate
creamery men are opposed to its sale. Our farmers are opposed
to the substitute for the reason that it is a counterfeit and a
fraud, and I am firmly of the opinion that the great mass of
people would not buy it if they understood that it had no
nutritive value. I am opposed to the manufacture and sale of
these substitutes for the reason that they are valueless as a
food product, deleterious, and injurious to the public health.

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox].

Mr, SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I think there is only one ques-
tion in this whole proposition for us to econsider, and that is
whether or not this is” a deleterious food. If it is not a dele-
terious food, even though it does not have all of the food value
that good, fresh milk has, then it is nothing less than a crime
to stop its manufacture. I say that it is & erime; and I want it
understood that I mean that in its length, breadth, and thick-
ness. I do not think there is a more infamous creature on the
face of the earth than one who would make either food, clothing,
or building materials scarce, All wealth is made up of those
three things—ifood, clothing, building material. Some of ithe
modern political economists add fuel ; but, as is said by Smith,
fuel produces heat, which is a substitute for clothing and is
used fto manufacture clothing and to prepare food and bmuild-
ing material, and it ought not to be put in as a separate class
of wealth. Every human being ought to know that anything
which tends to make food, clothing, or building material searce
is an enemy to the human family. The problem in the next few
generations is going to be whether or not you will be able fo
feed the world, whether they will be able to get a proper amount
of good food supplies,

Only a few years back it was contended that the tomato,
which was then known as the love apple, was poison, and there
were men who thought it an outrage to try to perpetrate that
horrible’ food upon the people. If they had had men in Con-
gress at that time that we have here now, there would have boen
somebody rising up and saying we should pass a law to pro-
tect the people against that horrible poison. There is not a
reputable physician who has investigated this matter who will
tell you that “filled milk"” is a deleterious food for man.
Not a one. They say it is not good for babies. No. But are
you going to stop the sale of breakfast bacon because breakfast
bacon is not good for babies? Turnip greens is a good food,
but it is not a good food for babies.

A MemBer. What is that?

Mr, SISSON. Turnip greens. Why, Mr. Chairman, a gentle-
man who expresses ignorance on turnip greens is not fit to be
in Congress. [Laughter.] Those people who come here to-day
making a great outery about this article of food upon the theory
that it is deleterious to babies are putting up as much of a
camouflage as they say the manufacturers are committing on the
people in selling the article itself. They know they do not
oppose it because of any such thing as that, but they favor this
bill because this food is coming in competition with dairy prod-
ucts, Why not have the nerve to tell the truth about it? Why
run around and get experts to come here and say that it is
deleterious? You know very well that it is not deleterious.
There is not one of you who does not know that it is not dele-
terious, and yet you want Uncle Sam to come along and protect
you against competition. You never give the people who want
cheap food a thought. A great many manufacturers of clothing
in this country manufacture and sell clothing which they say is
all wool and a yard wide and warranted not to run down at the
heel, when there is not a single thread of wool in it.
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The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes more to
the gentleman.

Mr. SISSON. Take socks. They are sold all over this coun-
try, and stockings, too, as being ‘all silk, and the label on the
box says that they are all silk, when there is not a single fiber
in them that was not, perbaps, raised down in my cotton patch
in Mississippi. It is nothing but mercerized cotton. 1 gee a
pair here new, nice-looking socks, with not a line of silk in
them—all Mississippi or southern cotton—and yet these same
people are in here yelling like a lot of Comanche Indians about
this foodstufl not being labeled right. I do not ebject to your
Inbeling it just as it should be and I am willing to regquire
every atticle sold to bear a true label.

Mr, CHINDBLOM, What is the label on the can?

Mr. SISSON. Oh, there is too much of it there to read now.
It will take up too much time, but I will hand it to the gen‘tle-
man and let him read it at his leisure. When a contest arises
like the contest a few years ago between two baking powders,
it is something that is likely to fuin splendid reputations, Two
men of national reputation got into a contest over baking
powder. The contest was fierce. It came near ruining one ad-
ministration since I have been in Congress, The Secretary of
Agricalture said that one baking powder was good and the
other bad, and a certain noted physician took the other side—
one saying it was good and the other saying it was bad. In
other words, the matter was a conflict between two selfish
interests. If one won, he had a monopoly and a fortune; if he
lost, he lost all and was ruinmed. This is the same fight here.

The constituent elements that enter into this compound,
under the pure food law, ought to be put on the label on the can.
I do not believe it should be necessary fo put on there a legend
to the effect that it is net good for babies. On the contrary, I
think it would be an outrage to put on a legend that it is good
for babies. If they whant to, let them say that it is not to be
used in coffee or for babies.

Under the English law the principle of caveat emptor, which
applies in America, does not apply. Caveat emptor is the horse
swappers’ law in America. It means that when you buy a horse
from a fellow you better beware. You buy or swap for him at
the end of the bridle. Caveat emptor applies in all of our busli-
ness, and more frauds have been perpetrated on people in
America than in any other country in the world. Ours is the
only country on earth where they will not take our samples for
the entire contents of whatever package we are selling.

Why, because caveat emptor does apply. My view of the
matter is that every State in the Union ought to pass a law
providing that whenever one buys a piece of clothing as all
wool it ought to be all wool, and if you ean prove it is cotton,
he ought to be sent to the penitentiary for obtaining money un-
der false pretenses. Our business ought to be straight and
square. Here you are endeavoring to destroy a food which no
reputable physician will say is bad, Something has been said
about rats. Why, bless your soul, you can take rats and give
them an exclusive diet of fresh condensed milk every morning
and they die as quickly as if you gave them this food in this
can. In other words, no man can live on one kind of food.
You are not giving the rat half a chance on one food. Corn
bread is mighty good, but you can not live on it alone. Man
can not live by bread alone. You have to have a little meat—
a Chicago beefsteak mixed with it.

The only test here ought to be whether this food is dele-
terious. If it is not deleterious, I do not care about its food
value, whether it is as valuable as milk or not. If it is food
and is good food, I say to you Congress is committing a crime,
nothing less than a crime to endeavor to destroy its proper use,
because the man who makes twe blades of grass grow where
only one grew before is a blessing to humanity.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the
Indy from Oklahoma [Miss RoeerTson]. [Applause.]

Miss ROBERTSON. Mr, Chairman, a few moments ago I
crossed over to the other side of the House to Inquire of gen-
tlemen from North Carolina whether very much of this stuff
[holding up tlve can of filled milk] was used in their State. Youn
remember perbaps that statistics of the late World War showed
that of men called to the colors the North Carolina contingent

were nearer physically perfect, taller, and more free from dis--

ease than those from any other State.

Down in Oklahoma quite a number of our citizens were orig-
inally from North Carolina and they maintain this splendid
standard. I have never known a North Carolinian who did not
insist on good milk and plenty of it

Just now as I was talking 'with those two tall North Carolina
men over there, who had never made the acquaintance of * filled
milk,” we exchanged reminiscences of corn bread and buttermillc
till we all felt half starved together. Do you know what sort
of corn bread and buttermilk we meant? Corn bread made
from hard white corn ground in an old-fashioned mill and but-
termilk where the whole Jersey or Guernsey milk is put in a
stone churn, with a dasher, and allowed to reach just the right
point, and then when the butter is taken out after churning
little golden flecks of it are left in the buttermilk. Out of pity
I stop here without more reminiscences so tantalizing tv those
of us born and bred in Dixie,

Now, to consider this question by the Bible standard of milk
for babies and meat for strong men, The Good Book says “ babes
have need of milk and not of strong meat,” for * strong meat
belongeth to them that are of full age”” The babies—are you
going to feed them this stuff? Shall poor mothers, unable to
read the labels, misguided by the looks of the container, and
deceived by the retaller, starve the babies? I have used quan-
tities of these milk substitutes in cooking. They make very
good custards, the richness of eggs supplying to a sufficient ex-
tent the butter fat that is removed. In the same way they make
very good gravies and very good sauces, where fats and thicken-
ings are used in preparing food for grown people. But they are
not fit for babies,

Shall we starve babies in America for commercinlism? Piteous
appeals come to us all the while for the starving children of
other lands, to send preserved milk to children in the Near East,
to children in Russia. I am positive no filled milk is sent from
America to them. Did you ever think of comparing pictures of
these starving children with pictures ‘hat might be shown of
the helpless little children among the poor people of our great
cities, who must depend upon the corner grocery and the tin can
for food, whose mothers can not read the label on the can?
Think of the babies whose mothers can not give them that
wonderful sustenance—breast milk—and must give them instead
some other food.

I think, too, of the Indian mothers of our country whose lives
are so changed since to many of them a * farce” of civilization
came, by which, instead of the old free, outdoor life, with its
nature-provided food, they now have the same insidious dan-
gers in the unbalanced foods of so-called civilization to meet,
and their dark-eyed babies must be starved, too, the doomed race
sooner passing away. Perhaps the greatest number of babies
gf atﬁy one class to be affected are the negro babies of the

outh,

There are so many would-be reformers in these days who are
trying to push the legalizing of birth-control teaching. The
sale of this milk should appeal to them, for surely it will dis-
pose of many thousands of * unwanted babies "—not unwanted
by their mothers, but unwanted in America, if we may belleve
the advoecates of birth control.

I realize that in this bill there are very dangerous complica-
tions so far as possible infractions of the Constitution may be
involved. I am not ome who would do away with all substi-
tutes. As I have said, filled milk will do for food for adults, but
not for babes. For instance, from the vegetable oils of our
great Sonthland, from cotton seed and from peanuts, there come
some of the best foods in the fat elements necessary for bal-
anced diet that are available. For many years we paid fancy
prices for our peanut and cottonseed oils which journeyed over-
sea, a8 many good Americans go, to return with a foreign title,
and receive an immediate recognition, where before their value
had not been considered.

Even further north, in the corn belt, we have unexcelled vege-
table oils that we find may be used more wholesomely than the
same grains produced metamorphosed into animal fat by way of
the hog.

So Igdo not wish to be understood as objecting to the sale of
substitute products except where we shall starve our babies.
I am speaking not as a wise interpreter of the Constitution or
of commercial law, but as one who would call attention to the
need, if it can not be done by national legislation, of State regu-
lation that will care for the babies.

Mr. VOIGT. How much time have I remaining?

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman has 14 minutes remaining.

Mr. VOIGT. I yield to the genfleman from Ohiop [Mr.
CaBrLe].

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask nunanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. 1Is there objection?
The Chair hears none. :

The extension of remarks referred to are here printed in full
as follows:

[After a pause.]
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Mr. CABLE, Mr. Speaker, the result of the new 3 per cent
restrictive immigration law is startling. In the last fiscal year
without this law in force the net increase of immigration was
more than one-half million. For thé first nine months of the
present fiscal year, operating under this 3 per cent law, the
net increase is but 80,000. Strange to say, this inerease con-
sists entirely of women and girls. The male immigrant aliens
admitted do not equal those who have departed; the female
immigrant aliens admitted exceed in number those who de-
parted by the 80,000.

The laws of the United States should be amended to permit
these women to become citizens of the United States. In addi-
tion, there are more than two and one-fourth million female
aliens 21 years and upward in the: United States who are not
naturalized. Under our law any woman who marries a citizen
of the United States and who might herself be lawfully natu-
ralized automatieally becomes a citizen. This citizenship by
marriage may be acquired without the woman being able to
speak our language, without a study of eur Constitution, and
without even appearing in court and renouncing allegiance
and fidelity to her foreign ruler, and without taking the oath
of allegianee to the United States. Naturalization papers may
be legally filed by an unmarried woman whe is otherwise quali-
fied, or by the widew of a foreign-born persen not naturalized,
but net by a woman during the existence of her marital
relation.

I have introduced a bill granting to married alien women
the independent right to be naturalized. A mnaturalization pro-
eeeding is an education in our language, laws, and form of
government., The mother is best qualified to teach her children
the true meaning of America and what it stands for. Married
woimien, in my opinion, should have the independent right to
be naturalized.

The last amendment to our Constitution provided that the
right to citizens of the United States should not be denied or
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of
sex ; but under the present law alien married women are denied
the independent right to naturalization and the equal suffrage
that goes with it unless they are naturalized through the
naturalization of their husband.

Our law also provides that an American woman who marries
a foreigner shall take the nationality of her husband, and
that at the termination of the marital relation she may resume
her American citizenship, if abroad, by registering as an Ameri-
can citizen within one year with a consul of the United States
or by returning to reside in the United States; or, if residing in
the United States at the termination of the marital relation,
by eontinning to reside therein.

The bill I introduced also provides that a woman citizen of
the United States who hereafter, being then a resident of the:
United States, marries an allen who may be lawfully natural-
ized shall remain a eitizen of the United States so long as she
continues to reside therein, unless she makes formal renuncia-
tion of her citizenship before a court having jurisdietion over
naturalization of aliens. If at the termination of the marital
status she is a citizen of the United States, she shall retain her
citizenship regardless of her residence. If during the con-
tinuance of the marital status she resides continually for twe
vears in a foreign State of which her husband is a ecitizen or
subjeet, or for five years continues outside the United States,
she shall thereafter be subject to the presumption that she has
ceased to be an American ecitizen.

The fact that a woman is married shonld be no reason to deny
her the right of citizenship in the United States through nat-
uralization proceedings if she is an eligible alien. Marriage
of a citizen of the United States to a foreigner should not of
itself terminate her citizenship. The laws of our country should
grant independent citizenship to women.

Mr. VOIGT. May I ask whether the opposition has used
up all of its time?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has 15
minutes remaining. -

Mr. VOIGT. I would like the gentleman from Arkansas
to use some of his time.

Mr. JACOWAY. I think the argument on this side is con-
cluded.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. I would like to take two or three
minutes. :

Mr. JACOWAY. 1 will yield the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Mr. Chairmnan and gentlemen of the
committee, I do not know that much can be added to the argu-
ment, but it seems to me the lady from Oklahema a moment ago
supplied an argument against this bill instead of for it. She is
for the babies. So am 1. But I believe that all legislation
that enhances the cost of better milk puts an obstruction in

the way of the poor parent whu wants te get pure milk for his
baby. Now, if by this legislation you destroy any competitor
of this article that might enter into competition with the milk
produeer, the dairyman, and thereby reduce the price of real
milk, you will help put out of the reach of the poer parent the
opportunity to buy cheaper milk. Here is this product that
comes in competition and has the tendency to cheapen the price
'of real milk. Every time you drive a competitor out of the
- market you enhance the price of genuine milk. And this com-
modity has printed on the label of it that it is not good for
children or for babies. Consequently nobody is being fooled.
So that the only effect of this bill is by destroying competition
you enhance the price of the baby's milk, and that, I take it, is
the purpose of the bill.

I am as much opposed to any fraud as anybody on this floor
can be,

If thig was presented to the people as milk, if it did not ecarry

on its face the warning that it is not good for babies, then I
would be in favor eof some bill requiring it to be so stamped.
'But I tell you that when the Congress lends iiself to the put-
| ting eut of the way of certain industries in any competition,
"we are stooping to a small business and to a purpose that in
the end will return to plague us, for we do not know how soon
it will be when your section or mine—and I am not interested
in this matter—may have some product that is harmless but
good for some things and not for others, and it may come in
competition with something else that wants to drive it out of
the market. And it is evident to me, from what I have heard,
that the dairymen, wanting to raise the price of their commod-
ity, want to get rid of a competitor that helps te reduce the
price. Here is a competitor stamped on its face that it is not
good for babies, eun net be abused, can not be a fraud, sold on
its merits for what it is worth, and the lady from Oklahoma
says it is good for pies and custards; so why not let the publie
have it for that purpose? Why not let the man who uses it
have it?

1 have eaten coconut butter. I do not know whether or not
it was good for sustenance, but I ate it when 1 could not get
zood butter, and really I preferred it to some butter. -1 de not
think anybody should have the right to come in and say that
if T wanted to eat it I should not have the right to eat it. If
it is harmful and poisonous, forbid it. But nobody has said
this substance we are driving out is harmful, and the label
ecarries what it is on its face. It seems to me that we are
aiding one producer against another producer when by the
laws of equity and our own ideals of fair play in this free
comntry we ought not to do it. It looks to me as if we were
going ontside of the proper function of government, whether it
is constitutional or not, and therefore 1 do not think this bill
ought to pass. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
New York [Mr, ReEep].

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chairman, there are two points
which T have eonsidered of eontrolling importanee in urging the
ennctment of the Voigt bill. One is the self-evident fact that
every manufacturer of the compound of skimmed milk and vege-
table oil as coming under the definition of filled milk written in
this bill, seeks to market his produet just as nearly in the forny
and semblance of milk as is possible. I am not satisfied to give
a clean bill of health or a clean bill of business morals or ethies
to any business which seeks to make a finameial profit ont of a
traffic of this self-evident eounterfeit character. I have several
good-sized eities in my distriet and T know that this product is
being sold generally in the stores in those cities, and it is my
belief that it is being =old generally for what it is not and
that the purchasers generally think they are getting milk or
something as good as milk, and the evidemee which has been
presented te the House Committee on Agriculture and the House
Ways and Means Committee convinees me that this product is
not as good as milk and ought net to be permitted to be sold.
The man, woman, or child who goes to a store to purchase milk
should be protected against any attempt to foist on them a sub-
stitute that does not contain the nourishing elements of genuine
milk.

The secend fact is that the public does not understand that
there is a surplus of farm produets in this country and that
the produetion of farm produets can not be controlled by clos-
ing the factory deor and sending the workmen home until there
is a shortage.te bring up the prices, The farms must be op-
erated, and I take it that it is one function of the Congress of
the United States to aid in every possible way to improve the
marketing conditions and add to the market for the products of
the farms. The chief agrienltural product of my distriet, ex-
cepting a small section, is milk, Milk for fluid milk consump-
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tion, milk for the manufacture of butter, and milk in a much
smaller way for the manufacture of cheese. I know that these
farms must keep on producing, The importance of the contin-
ued prosperity of these dairy farmers is so great, not only to
themselves and their families but to the business interests of
my district and the country, that I know that I am justified in
thinking of the larger importance of improving the market for
milk in supporting this measure,

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker].

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise merely to put in the
Recorp a suggested amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks to have the Clerk
read in his time an amendment for information. The Clerk
will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. Tveker: Page 2, line 11, strike out the words
*“or to ship or deliver for shipment in interstate or forelgn commerce.”

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRownsE].

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order
there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the
point of order there is no quorum present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] One hundred and nine Members are
present—a quorum,

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, BrowxNEg] i8 recognized.

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, one-fifth of the
Nation’s food supply comes from dairy products, and it is, of
course, important that these dairy products are pure and not
adulterated. What do the filled-milk people do? In the first
place, they extract the butter fat, the cream, the wvaluable
vitnmine product, out of the milk and leave the milk absolutely
without nutrition to speak of. And this substitute for milk can
not be detected by any person except a chemist upon exami-
nation,

Now we know that throughout the United States to-day, In
every State that has not outlawed it, they are selling filled milk,
and the majority of people who are buying it think it is pure

_milk with the valuable life-giving, growth-producing vitamine
product contained in it. KEven the Government of the United
States was deceived and defranded in the State of Ohio during
the war, when it bought two carloads of condensed milk for
boys at Camp Willis and they thought it was pure, unadul-
terated milk, when it turned out to be filled milk. So our boys
were being fed a product to build them up and make fighting
men of them that did not contain enough nutrition even to sup-
port the life of a rat, as was shown by Professor McCullom’s
demonstration.

The filled-milk industry is growing very fast. In 1917 we
produced only about 35,000,000 cases of filled milk, and in 1921
we produced 86,000,000 cases of this filled milk, and if we con-
tinue at that rate it is going to drive legitimate manufacturers
of full condensed milk out of the market, as several of the large
manufacturers have said, among them the Borden people. It
is also going to substitute the coconut cow for the Jersey or
the Guernsey or the Holstein cow. You can manufacture this
filled milk, as the evidence shows, for 2 cents a pound can.
Think of it for a minute! And you can place it on the market
and make it an object to the retail dealers to sell it a good deal
cheaper than they can sell the other milk, and, of course,
they will make a larger profit. Therefore many retailers are
substituting filled milk for whole milk, In the State of \Wis-
consin, where they muade an investigation in preparing thelr
case for the Supreme Court, they found in 15 cities 65 cases of
fraudulent sales of this milk.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Yes,

Mr. WALSH. Where do the manufacturers get this skimmed
milk?

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. From the farmer,

Mr. WALSH., The very man that is in favor of this legisla-

tion. T

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. They buy the full milk of the
farmer and extract the cream and sell the cream and keep the

by-produet, the skimmed milk, and add the coconut oil in place

of the ecream. A law prohibiting the sale or manufacture of
filled milk was sustained by the supreme court in the State of

Ohio. The case went- to the Supreme Court of the United

States, and the highest court in the land sustained the State

law. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this Dbill to prohibit the
mannfacture of filled milk in the Distriet of Columbia or its
shipment in interestate or foreign commerce.

I favor this bill because it will protect the public from a coun-
terfeit that when used in place of milk will undermine health,
especially the health of children,

The public is unfamiliar with the term “ filled milk.” It is
an imitation of condensed or evaporated milk. It is made by
robbing milk as it is taken from the cow of its butter fat or
nutritive value. In other words, the cream is skimmed off and
coconut oil or peanut oil, or buttermilk and soda is substituted.
The milk is then made into condensed or evaporated milk and
sold in competition with condensed or evaporated milk made
from the whole milk with its butter fat and its valuable and
life-giving vitamine ingredients. This compound, which is
known as filled milk, is a perfect physical imitation of pure
evaporated milk, and it is impossible for anyone except a
chemist to tell the difference between pure evaporated milk and
the filled milk containing 6 or 8 per cent coconut fat in place
of cream or butter fat, which has been extracted from {he
milk and sold.

Second. I favor this bill because it places the dairy farmer
in unfair competition with the manufacturers of a product
which no one except a chemist can tell from the original, and
whieh can be manufactured at one-fifth of what it takes to
produce fthe genuine article.

MANY STATES HAVE OUTLAWED FILLED MILK.

Already 11 States, representing a total population of 31,-
330,197, have passed stringent Iaws prohibiting the sale and
manufacture of filled milk within their territory. These laws
passed by the States have heen bitterly contested, both in the
legislatures and the supreme court of the States. So far as
this legislation involving the constitutionality of the laws pro-
hibiting the manufacture and sale of filled milk has been tested
in the courts, the law has been sustained.

In a recent case in Wisconsin, which is now under advisement
by the supreme court of that State, the referee’s report dealt
chiefly with the product Hebe, manufactured for the Hebe Co.
by the Carnation Milk Products Co. This brand of filled milk
is one of the six or seven leading brands of skimmed-milk
compounds. The referee who reported on the Wisconsin case
found from the evidence that this brand of filled milk was not
a desirable or proper food for infants nor was a complete
substitute for milk. :

Ohio passed a filled-milk law which was upheld by the
Supreme Courft of the United States in the case of Hebe Co.
et al. against Shaw, Secretary of Agriculture of Ohio, et al,,
reported in volume 248, United States Reports, page 297, sus-
taining the Ohio law, which forbids the sale, and so forth, of
filled milk.

Doctor MeCollum, of Johns Hopking University, a very high
anthority on the subject of nutrition, testified before the Agri-
cultural Committee that the vitamines that are absolutely neces-
sary to promote growth in the human body are found most
abundantly in butter fat, and that milk is the chief article of
food relied upon for vitamine; that there is no effective substi-
tute for milk; that filled milk is almost entirely lacking in
vitamine. Doctor McCollum was corroborated by Dr. E. B.
Hart, of the University of Wisconsin, another authority on
the subject. Professor Hart says in his testimony that at least
90 per cent of the fat soluble vitamine of the whole milk is
removed in the modern commercial skimming process.

IF'illed milk is sold under the various trade names, such as
Hebe, Carolene, Enzo, Silver Key, Nutro, Nyko. These imita-
tions are put up in the same size cans as regular condensed
milk and are advertised by retail dealers as evaporated milk.
In five cities there were 340 separate advertisements by 53
retail groceries of these brands of filled milk.

In the case now pending in Wisconsin it was shown that
there were 65 instances of fraudulent sales made in 16 different
cities in Wisconsin.

KO REMEDY EXCEPT BY PROHIBITING rA'.E.

It has bheen thoroughly demonstrated that imitation milks,
with their history of misrepresentation and their unquestioned
inferiority in nutritive value, ean not be made safe for the
public by proper labeling but must be prohibited altogether.
Filled milk has been shown to be of an inherently fraudulent
nature.

It has been put out as a substitute for the produet for which
it is a perfect physical imitation. It has been shown to be sold
at retail and advertised by retailers in a fraudulent manner.
It is not only an imitation and a substitute of a most important
food that has been supplied by nature for the use of mankind,
but it is pronounced by chemists and authorities on nutrition
as an inferior imitation and lacking in nutritive value, which
brings its manufacture and sale into vital relationship with
public health,
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EXTENT AND SALE OF FILLED MILK.

The Bureau of Markeis shows that the sale of filled milk
in 1917 increased from 35,081,902 cases to 86,561,000 cases. In
1920, 8,000,000 pounds of coconut fat were used in the manufac-
ture of filled milk, taking the place of as many pounds of but-
ter fat or cream. Some of the largest manufacturers of evapo-
rated milk in the country state that unless Congress and the
several States do something to stop the competition that they
will have to go into the business of manufacturing filled milk
or go out of business.

WILL EVENTUALLY EUIN THE DAIRY INDUSTRY.

Besides the amount of filled milk that is sold in this country,
we are exporting large quantities. In 1919 we exporitd 850,-
805,414 pounds of full or unadulterated condensed milk, while
4n 1920 we only exported 414,250,021 pounds, or less than one-
half of the amount. In the last few years the amount put out of
filled milk has grown over 5,000 per cent, and the manufacturers
of filled milk admit that the business is only in its infancy.
The obtaining of milk frem the coconut cow is a cheap process
compared with producing milk from the Jersey, Guernsey, or
Holstein,

The cost of a quantity of skimmed milk and coconut fat suf-
ficient to fill 48 cans of filled milk is a little over 80 cents, or
less than 2 cents per pound can. The retail price of 1-pound
cans, which cost the producer 2 cents, sells for from 10 cents
to 12 cents per pound. Thus the manufacturers of filled milk
ean gell their product below the cost of production of the un-
adulterated milk and make an exorbitant profit.

IMPORTAXCE OF DAIRYING TO THE PEOPLE.

Dairying is engaged in by over one-half of the farming popu-
lation of the United States. The milk produced in 1919 in the
United States had a cash value to the producer of more than
$2,000,000,000.

The dairy industry is connected more closely with the lives
and health of every community and the national welfare than
any other, The milk supply of every community is of vital im-
portance to the health, happiness, and welfare of that commun-
ity. Dairy products furnish the people with one-fifth of their
food, and its bearing upon human health, particularly of chil-
dren, has not been adequately appreciated, as indicated by the
experience of the late war.

Herbert Hoover, who as head of the Relief Committee of Eu-
rope had great opportunity to observe the beneficial effects of
milk as food, says:

In its broad aspect, the proper feeding of children revolves around
the public recognition of the interdependence of the human animal upon
its cattle. The white race can not survive without dairy products.

FOOD VALUE OF MILE.

The State Board of Education and the Superintendent of
Publie Instruction of California made one of the most thorough
investigations of the nutritive value of milk. This test was
made in the schools of Los Angeles and the report was sum-
matized as follows:

. MILK,
Increases body weight.
Increases rate of growth.
Increases physieal skill,
Increases mental alertness.
Increases rate of school progress,

Increases resistance to disease.
Increases social adaptability.

Outstanding among the facts in this survey are the following:

Four and thirty-elght one-hundredths per cent of the children receiv-
inﬁ- no milk were found to be over the average graduation n?e, while
only 1.88 per eent of the milk-using children who received 1 pint daily
were over this age.

Eight and eight hundred and two one-thousandths per cent of the clil-
dren receiving 1 pint or more of milk a day were ahead of their normal

de.
mﬂev&n and eight hundred and seventy-nine one-thousandths per cent of
the children receiving one glass of milk a day were ahead of their normal

de.
l‘mmllr~|.uz41:m: children can be foreed in their school work with leas ill
effect upon their height and weight than nonmilk-using children.

There are two milk-drinking children ahead of their normal grade
for each nonmilk-drinking child. (Report of the California School Milk

Survey.)
. LEGISLATION CONSTITUTIONAL.

This bill if it becomes a law would be clearly constitutional,
Its constitutionality could be sustained, first, en the theory of
prevention of fraud and deeception ; second, on the theory of the
preservation of public health; third, the law can be sustained
on the theory of the protection of the great dairy industry from
irreparable injury. This would be for the benefit of the public
or public welfare.

The Supreme Court can sustain this law mach easier than in
the case of the trading-stamp laws. The Supreme Court up-
held the Florida law prohibiting the shipment out of the State
of immature citrus fruit on the theory that it was within the
police power of the State to prevent the shipment from the

State of fruit, which would bring discredit upon the fruit-grow-
ing industry of a State.

It certainly is equally within the power of a State or the
United States to prevent the milk it profluces from beiug robbed
of its butter fat and vitamine properties and manufactured iuto
an inferior imitation of real milk and sent out to prejudice and
unfavorably advertise the great dairy industry.

In the case of Hebe Co. et al. ». Shaw, Secretary of Agrvi-
culture of Ohio, et al. (Report, vol. 248, U. S. Repts. p. 297),
the Ohio law was sustained, which forbids under ecriminal
penalty the manufacture, sale, and so forth, of condensed milk
unless made from unadulterated milk from which the cream has
not been removed and in which the milk solids are equivalent to
12 per cent crnde milk and 25 per cent fat.

The court held in this case:

We are satisfied that the statnte as construed by ms is not invali-
dated by the fourteenth amendment. The purpose to recommend a eér-

tain minimum or nutritive element and prevent fraud may be earried
out in this way even though condensed, skimmed milk and Hebe should
be admitted to be wholesome, %

[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wigconsin
has expired

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to revise and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no ebjection.

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Chairman, how much fime have T
remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. The genileman has 10 minutes.

Mr. JACOWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr. Winco].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog-
nized for five minntes.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, this effort to destroy the mar-
ket of the American farmer for one of his products naturally
evokes a protest from any man who is a real friend of the
farmer.

I was surprised at the remarks of the lady from Oklahoma
[Miss Roperrsox]. She made two arguments that were cou-
tradictory. She is an expert on custards. She knows some-
thing about custards, and she asserted that she had used this
product you propose to outlaw in the making of custards, and
stated that it made good custards. :

Miss ROBERTSON. Yes; but when I made that statement
I did not say that I would recommend that those custards be
fed to babies.

Mr. WINGO. Yes; I have raised babies, but not on custard.
1 am very fond of custards. If I want to use this product to
make custards, why should the lady object? Why should she
vote to prohibit the shipment of this product to me, so that I
could put it in custards? T have raised babies, and I know
something about babies. If a man who will go home and as-
sume that his wife does not know anything about raising babies
when she has told him to go and buy some milk for the baby and
he brings home condensed milk for the baby, just see what hap-
pens. [Laughter.]

Let your wife tell you to bring home some milk for the baby
and you take home Carnation or any other brand of condensed
milk, if she has any intelligence as regards the gquality of food
and knows about the proper raising of babies she will give you
such advice that you will not make the same mistake another
time. [Laughter.]

Gentlemen, you are piling law on law. The rule is clear that
Congress has the right to protect people in certain ways through
interstate commerce regulation. If there is anything that is
misbranded or concerning which there is a fraudulent misrep-
resentation you have the right, and you have the power to
exercise that right, te bar it from interstate commerce. TIf this
can here is fraudulently branded, or a merchant on Fourteenth
Street makes the representation that a Member quoted, he can
be indicted under the laws of the Distriet of Columbia and
under the laws of every State in the Union. You have law now
to punish the very fraud they complain of in every Stafe in the
Union, including the Distriet of Columbia,

Now, I know that the theory of the modern socialist and Bol-
shevist is that the proper function of government is to stand at
the elbow of men and women, stating what is good for them to
wear and what is good for them to eat, and making the choice
of their food. That is the modern theory. But, gentlemen, you
do nat raise strong men like those from North Carolina, to
whom the lady from Oklahoma [Miss RoserTrson] referred, by
having the Government stand by and, through its agents, die-
tate to them what they ghall eat, On that basis you would have
a right to say whether a mother should dress a baby in red
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flannel or in cotton. As for me, I do not propose to let anybody
else tell me what kind of clothing I shall put on my child or
what kind of food I shall furnish to him.

Gentlemen, I repeat, that if you misbrand this can, you have
already a law upon it. If the groceryman says it is milk and
represents it as having the same quality as milk, he could be
indicted in my own State and in every State in the Union. You
know the modern theory about States and communities——

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. I will ask the gentleman not to interrupt me
now.

That modern theory is that the States and the local com-
munities and even the parents themselves can not be trusted;
that you must have a Federal law and Federal officers to guide
and to protect them, If you can pass this kind of a statute
there are 100 other propositions that people object to, and they
can come in and ask Congress to bar those articles from inter-
state commerce. There is another substitute that the lady
from Oklahoma [Miss RoperTsox] is friendly to. I do not
remember the name of it now. I prefer it fo whipped cream.
I think it is better. A good many ladies prefer it. Yet it is
not whipped cream. She would bar that from interstate com-
merce. Why, if you follow this to its logical conclusion you set
up the judgment of the lawmakers as to what food is good for
men and what food is bad. It is not a question of poisonous
substances. It is not a question of things that are admittedly
dangerous to public health in a general way. It is admitted
that this is a good substitute for some things. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas
has expired.

Mr. VOIGT. 1 yield three minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Fisa].,

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, representing one of the largest
milk-producing districts in the United States, a district that
supplies a large part of the milk consumed in New York City, I
want to urge the immediate enactment of this legislation to
prohibit interstate commerce in filled milk. The dairymen in
our section of the country are eking out a very precarious
living. The gentleman from Texas seems worried about the
price of milk. If you permit imitations to be passed off for
condensed milk, you are wiping out one of the main by-products
of the milk producers, and of course if you do that the price
of milk is bound to go up or the dairy industry will be wiped
out. In our section dairymen average possibly $500 or $600 a
year net profit, with the whole family working from 12 to 14
hours a day. They have big investments in stock and buildings,
and besides working long hours incur a big risk from disease
and the chance of losing their entire herds. During the war the
milk industry in competition with the shipbuilding and other
war industries which paid high wages was almost wiped out.
The herds were reduced because of the impossibility to secure
farm hands or to pay the prevailing rate of wages, vet the
price of milk remained approximately the same,

The question is simply this: Is the production of milk an
essential industry or is it not? Should we protect essential
industries? That is what the dairymen are asking for here.
This filled milk is not a fraud. It is simply a perfect Imitation
of condensed milk. In fact, it is exactly the same as condensed
milk, except that it is without nutrition and has no value as far
as feeding babies is concerned. This essential industry comes
here asking protection, not from frauds, but from such imitations
and substitutes. Why, this Hebe compound might just as well
be chalk and water as far as benefiting the children of this
country. We all know that there are thousands and tens of
thousands of mothers who can not tell the difference, who can
not even read, and who buy this filled milk because they think
it is the same as condensed milk. It is exactly the same in ap-
pearance, and vast numbers of the women of this country use
it for condensed milk. We ask this protection of an essential
industry, for the protection of hundreds of thousands of children
of this country and the consuming public. [Applause.]

(Bill passed House May 25, 1922.)

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Vorgr] has seven minutes remaining and the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr, Jacoway] four minutes remaining.

Mr. ECHOLS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp. A

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rgcorp. Is
there objection?

There was no objection. !

The extension of remarks referred to are here printed in
full as follows:

Mr. ECHOLS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the pending bill
for three reasons:

First. It will increase the price of wholesome milk to the
consumer and add to the taxation of the country.

Second. It is a violation of the Constitution.

Third. It is the most vicious sort of class legislation.

I sball not undertake to discuss the first, for the simple reason
it is self-evideht if we destroy competition in any commodity
and increase the number of Government employees, the cost of
the commodity and taxation will go up.

As to the second, I shall only say if Congress has the power
to prohibit the transportation in interstate commerce of a food
product, although that food product is inferior in quality to
some other product of a similar nature, it likewise has power to
prohibit the transportation of an inferior grade of coal or
lumber for the same reason. However, there is nothing to
show that “ filled milk ” is injurious to the health of the indi-
vidual. It may be that it is inferior in quality to pure fresh
milk, but that is not a reason for prohibiting its manufacture
and sale in the District and our possessions or to prohibit its
transportation in interstate commerce, r

The advocates of this bill are far from harmonious in their
statements relating to this product. One advocate [Mr, KNuT-
SoN] in his argument says:

The bill seeks to put a stop to a flagrant fraud.

Another [Mr. Fisa] says:

This * filled milk ™ is not a fraud,

There is, of course, no fraud. Every can of this produet
has plainly stamped thereon the contents of the can. To de-
fraud is to deceive. No one can be deceived when he is plainly
told what he is buying. But they say it is not good for babies.
That may be so; neither are cucumbers, raw turnips, and a
hundred other food articles; but that is not a reason for pro-
hibiting their transportation from one State to another. All
suech legislation as this bill proposes is asked for on the ground
of publiec welfare, It has no merit, so the baby is made the
excuse to bring it support.

. The whole purpose of this bill is to put the manufacturers of
“ filled milk ™ out of business because their product comes in
competition with theé dairymen of the country. * Filled"” or
condensed milk is the only semblance of milk that ecan be ob-
tained by hundreds of poor people in the industrial sections of
the country. If they are deprived of the right to purchase
“filled milk,” then they are deprived of the right to purchase
any sort or semblance of milk whatever, If this bill becomes
a law, the price of milk will go higher than it now is, and the
poorer classes of people who can buy it now will not be able
to reach it at all then. It is the most vicious piece of legisla-
tion that has been considered by the House of Representatives
in the three years that I have been a Member.

If “ filled milk " is injurious to the health of the people who
use it, then there is a law in every State in the Union to punish
those who sell it, The people in the Tropics use as one of their
principal articles of food the products of the coconut. We here
use coconut butter, and many people are very fond of it. No
one, g0 far as I am advised, has ever been told that it is in-

-jurious to the health of the user.

The State legislatures and the Federal Government are pass-
ing annually some 15,000 statutes, and the courts of the country
are rendering annually more than 15,000 opinions in an effort
to interpret and appiy these statutes, It is next to impossible
for the individual possessed of even more than ordinary in-
telligence to understand and comply with the already too
numerous laws. This piece of legislation will but add to the
difficulties, and in the end result in nothing but additional
litigation and cost burdens. There are now several hundred—
some one has said more than T00—boards, bureaus, committees,
commissions, departments, and so forth, here at the seat of the
Government. Each one adds to the burden of taxation. Many
of them are wholly useless, and some of them are even danger-
ously harmful. Some appointed to perform a specific duty
which could have been performed in a short time have been in
existence more than a hundred years and still are asking for
appropriations and doing nothing.

This bill will add another to the list, Most of these boards,
bureaus, commissions, and so forth, are the result of class agi-
tation and class legislation. It has becoine very common for
a few individuals, when not satisfied with things as they are,
to insist upon the appointment of an investigating board, to be
followed by a special measure peculiarly applicable to their
particular grievances creating some new governmental agency
to administer that law. Instead of forecasting the ultimate
result of such legislation and making laws applicable to all the
people, we have grown into the habit of passing laws applicable
to classes: and the result is so confusing and works such mani-
fest injustice we try to escape from oune confusion by enacting
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another statute that will have no good result but will add to
the hopeiess confusion we are now experiencing. The people
of the eountry are weary of so much legisiation that they do
not understand and could not comply with if they did under-
stand it. All of these difficulties give the paternalist and. the
demagogue a chance to propose some new *ism " or * scheme ”
promising relief. Words without number have been spoken in
the last few years on nationalization of the industries of the
country under the guise of public welfare, most of which were
without thought and dangerous. Only recently the head of a
great organization advocated the nationalization of the coal
mines, but without any explanation of what such nationaliza-
tion would mean. Nothing to show that coal would be pro-
duced and sold to the consumer cheaper than it is under the
present system ; nothing to show that the laborer who mines the
conl would receive a greater compensation for his gervices than
he now receives. We had a temporary nationalization of the
railroads, from which we have not recovered and will not for
the next quarter of a century.

dvery time Congress passes an act providing for class legis-
lation or class preferment, the darkness of the clouds that
hover over this Republic become a little more dense, If the
history of the world has settled any one fact, it has settled
the fact that any government that tries to run everything will
soon find itself upon the rocks. Any government that permits
itself to be led into the realms of passion and hatred where
it does not require its citizens to recognize the rights of others;
where it legisiates wholly in the interest of one class to the
detriment of another, as this bill does, will soon find itself in
the position of being unable to pmtecé the life of its ecitizens.
Any class of men that does not recognize the rights of others
to carry on a legitimate business, although it may come in
competition with their business, is a dangerous class to trust
the control of the Government to.

There is nothing new in the fallucies and the *isms” pro-
posed by the paternalist or the demagogue of to-day. All of
them were tried centuries ago. They prate about democracy,
talk about social justice and self-determination, and yet no one
has ever bheen able to tell us what social justice is or where
self-determination is practicable, Russia, with her starving
millions, is the latest example of “ self-determination ™ and class
preferment. The present régime has brought more suffering tuv
the people of that great land of opportunity and wealth than all
the Czars who have reigned throughout the ages. The terror,
crime, and hatred in Russia to-day surpass that of any other
country in all history. Russia is a government without law,
and a government without law is despotism: yet we were told
by the Bolshevist and the Socialist that when the present régime
in Russia started it was the fulfillment of the dream of the
ages, Our country is drifting into a realm of paternalism
where the Government proposes to stand guardian for the in-
dividual. No effort upon the part of the individual to protect
his own rights and maintain himself is required. The pending
hill is another step in the direction of socialism, It undertakes
to say that the Government will take charge of individual judg-
ment, tell the people what they must eat, whether the food they
eat is wholesome or not, or whether it is to their liking. I am
just as unwilling to force the individual to use * filled milk "
as I am to deprive him of the privilege of using it. It is going
a long way for the Government by a mere fiat of legislation fo
say to the public that a certain article of food shall not be used
by them, although there is nothing injurious to the health of
those who purchase and use it. This bill is class legislation
run mad. If this sort of legislation is to be continued, then no
concern can safely engage in manufacture of any new product
whatever. If it sbould do so and that produet should come in
competition with the product of some other class more numer-
ous than the one to which it belongs, it could expect the Con-
gress to come along any minute and by mere legislative decla-
ration, as was stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
TownEeEr] in proposing his amendment, which declares *“filled
milk " is deleterious, prohibit the sale of its product in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and our possessions and prohibit the trans-
portation thereof in interstate commerce,

Mr. VOIGT. 1 yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. KercaAM].

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr., Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, during the three hours of general debate all angles of
this question of the.sale of a fraudulent substitute for milk
have been presented very ably and earnestly, and we are greatly
indebted to Members who have been to such great pains to
arrange and present the many logical reasons for the passage
of this bill.

Before entering on debate under the five-minute rule it may
be helpful, however, to correct a few false impressions that
have been left by some of the proponents of the measure,

The distinguished member of the committee from Louisiana
[Mr. AswerL] in the course of his argument led you to believe
that the manufacture of this bogus milk product would make
a great market for separafed or skim milk. Do the manufac-
turers of this product buy separated or skim milk from the
producers and then by the addition of the vegetable oil make
up this fraudulent article? Nay verily! The overwhelming
percentage of their purchases from the farmers is whole milk,
The butter fat is extracted and vegetable fat substituted, thus
making a profit both ways., One company in 1919 purchased
97.2 per cent whole milk and 2.08 per cent skim milk from
which to make its bogus product. In 1920 this same company
purchased 94.3 per cent whole milk and 5.7 per cent skim
milk for the same purpose. .

It must not be forgotten that the foundation of this fraudu-
lent article is milk, and that every pound of it that is placed
on the market displaces just that much wholesome product,
Suppose that all whole milk were made over into this bogus
article. Would the sum total of milk be increased? To urge
such an argument is but to show to what extremes the oppo-
nents of this helpful legislation are forced to go in their at-
tempts to defeat it. No, Mr. Chairman, the opponents of this
bill ean not justify themselves in urging that by turning whole
milk into filled milk they are increasing the food supply. The
dairy cow regulates that matter, and while the eloquence of
the gentleman in oppesition to this law may be very persuasive
here, it does not inspire the dairy cow of the country to give
one additional quart of milk.

The real purpose in this bogus milk game is to make money,
not to prevent food waste. How is it done? The butter fat
that sells for 35 cents per pound is extracted and vegetable
fat costing 12 cents per pound is substituted. This bogus
product is then put up in identical shaped cans and is sold
upon the reputation of real milk. -

The distinguished gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswEgrLL]
further pleads for this bogus milk on the score of its cheap-
ness and consequent advantage to the poor. Important if true.
Let us see: First, let us look for a moment at the testimony
of Mr. McKee, a representative of the Hebe Co., on page 8 of
series H, part 1 of the hearings. He says that the price per
can is 2} cents less for filled milk than for condensed milk.
The cost to the retailer is evidently much lower per case. How
about the customer? 1 present for the information of the com-
mittee in this connection a group of photographs of both con-
densed and filled milk actual sales with the price mark clearly
indicated in each case. Three cans of each appear in the first
picture. The three cans of filled ‘milk total 19 cents, the three
of evaporated 20 cents. One-third of a cent per can less for a
bogus product whose representative testifies that its cost is 2}
cents less. Here's another—nine cans condensed milk, 95 cents,
and nine cans filled milk, 90 cents. One half a cent less per
ean for bogus product which cost the retailer 23 cents less per
can. These cans were actual purchases in retail stores outside
of chain stores,

Having disposed of the arguments of the opponents of this
bill on the subject of food waste and cheapness, it may be well
to turn for a moment fo the food-value argument. It has
been repeatedly stated here this afternoon that filled milk is
injurious or deleterious to human health, Everyone concedes,
of course, that it is not positively bad, but no one disputes the
fact that it is negatively good. It is a sham, a pretense, and
literally a wolf in sheep's elothing among food products. Were
it actually poisonous even the most ignorant would not be
misled. But masquerading under a good name it deceives even
the elect and thus becomes doubly dangerous., President Hard-
ing has recently uttered some stirring words about * conscience
in business.” The sentiments he expressed in that splendid
appeal are especially in point in the discussion of this bill..
When in the name of *business” we attempt to foist upon
the innocent, the poor, and the unwary a spurious article of
food, it is certainly high time to call for * conscience in busi-
ness,” and for this reason, if no other, every vote should be
cast for this bill.

I can not speak in scientific phraseology on the value of this
bogus milk, but I can bring to the committee a farm illustration
that will be convineing to anyone who knows farm life. If one
of a pair of twin calves is allowed to take his nourishment from
its mother according to nature's method and the other is taken
away and fed upon separated or skim milk, even with substi-
tutes added, is there any comparison at the end of any period
of experimentation? The calf fed by nature’s method will be
bright-eyed, sleek-coated, symmetrieal in form, and a beautiful
thing for every lover of animals to look upon. The calf fed on
separated or skim milk will be undersized, *poddy,” and in
every way inferior to its twin. The butcher, I apprehend, wonld
have no trouble in choosing the better one for the block, even
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though coconut oil, or even peanut eil, had been added to the
ration of the hand-fed calf. Shall we get lost or confused in
the bogs of scientific argument on the subject of nourishment
in this filled-milk product when any 10-year-old farm boy sees
and knows the truth in it? i

The deception and fraud in the sale of this bogus product can
not be too strongly emphasized, in my opinion. In order to set
this out clearly, I quote, through the courtesy of Mr. A. A. Miller,
editor of the Milk Producers’ Review, of Philadelphia, some
statements of dealers in Pennsylvania and New Jersey :

o 1l &ﬁllll I;e}t but no Hebe milk, Pet same as Hebe. (Pet, condensed;
aehe, el
2. Bilver Key ?II right; same as Borden's. (Silver Key, filled : Bor-
ensed

den’s, conde
-

3. Hebe good as Borden’s.

4. Hebe just as ﬁoud as others ; all allke; good for children,

5. Hebe, good milk; good for babies: yes, good for everything.

fi. Recommended Hebe for bables, y

Many others of similar import conld be given, but these are
fairly indicative of fhe trade practices, particularly in poorer
sections of our large centers of population. We certainly shounld
be willing and ready to prevent this deception and fraud as far
4s our power goes, both on account of health and moral con-
siderations.

Something has been said, Mr. Chairman, concerning the selfish
interest of dairymen in this measure. Because of the fact that
whole milk is purchased by the manufacturers of filled milk, T
feel that this argument is unfair. The fear of the dairyman
is that the sale of this bogus milk product will discredit his
whole business and thus do him immeasurable harm. He is
clearly entitled to have the generally accepted high character
of the whole milk product which he markets preserved. His
inferest in the matter is one with public interest.

Mr, Chairman, as T see this proposition it summarizes about
as follows: Responding to the urge of war-time necessity, we
went far afield in search of “substitutes” The use of * suh-
stitutes " tolerated under the stress of war has become strongly
intrenched in our commercial life, The profit in them lures
many to exert every energy to continue their use. Is it not
time to right-about face? Are such practices even “ good busi-
ness”? Shall not the admonition of the President urging
* conscience in business ” be heeded?

Filled milk adds nothing to our food supply, is not perceptibly
cheaper, and clearly seeks to steal the good name of whole
milk, thereby endangering the whole dairy industry. Sound
publie poliey is against it, and it is, therefore, my hope that the
committee will approve this bill which prohibits it as an article
of interstate commerce,

By unanimous consent leave to extend remarks was granted
to Miss Roeertson, Mr. Jones of Texas, and Mr. CLAGUE,

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr, Chairman, I yield the balance of my
time to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lowrey].

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, we are through raising babies
at my house. We have raised eight, and we did not use con-
densed milk. I am still for the protection of the babies. It
seems to me that when the gentleman who preceded me under-
took to defend his position he sufficiently sustained our posi-
tion. The gentleman says that he went to 25 merchants in this
town who a year ago were selling this product as condensed
milk and that they are not =elling it now, because it is prop-
erly labeled. If it is properly labeled and that has produced
the effect, why not simply enact a law requiring a proper label
and not attack the industry? That is all the argument T have
to present. But as the gentleman has given me the balance
of the fime I feel constrained to make a little protest against
the conduct of my friend and colleagune from Mississippi [Mr.
Srssox]. I do not think it exactly polite and worthy of a Mis-
sissippi Congressman to stand and look down at people’s ankles
and then comment on their hosiery, as the gentleman did when
he had the floor, [Laughter.]

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Witniauso~],

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have
been very much surprised this afternoon in noting that there
has not been a single Member on the minority side who has
risen in defense of this bill. Neither have gentlemen on that
side of the House shown us that this bogus milk has a single
element of real food value in it. The fruth of the matter is
and the evidence all shows that this product which is being
sold as filled milk has the vitamines taken out of it, and that is
the only essential element in milk that would be of any value
80 far as sustaining human life is concerned. There is not a
man here, raised on a farm, who remembers the time when the
cream separator came into vogue who does not also recall that
when he attempted fo feed the calves on the milk after the
separator had taken the cream out of it that the calves got
thinner and thinner and that some died, Calves can not be

raised on that kind of a diet. And yet this same milk is taken,
mixed with coconut oil, and fed to children. [Applause.]

To permit a compound consisting of separator skimmed milk
and coconut oil to be sold as a substitute for the genuine article
is to permit the people’s money to be taken under false pre-
tenses. But it is argued that it is not sold as a milk sustitute,
How anyone can read the labels upon the cans and the news-
paper advertisements describing the virtues of the mixture and
arrive at that conclusion is hard to understand. Such labels
and every line of the glowing advertisements are calculated to
deceive the buyers into the belief that they are really getting
a superior product.

The contention that the manufacturers of “Nutro™ and
“Hebe * and other like concoctions are entitled to considera-
tion, and that we have no right to destroy their investments
by desiroying their markets, is not impressive in view of the
methods employed by them in foisting their all but worthless
products upon the unsuspecting publie,

Upon the one hand it is being argued by the opponents of the
measure that to prohibit the shipment of filled milk in inter-
state commerce is to deprive the poor of a valuable food product
and on the other that it will deprive the farmer of a market for
his skimmed milk. Both contentions seem to me untenable. It
has been demonstrated by the most convincing proofs and by
actual experiments that filled milk is wholly unfit as a diet for
infants or children and that it is the mother of rickets and
brings on loss of vitality and impairment of vision. If inju-
rious to children, it can have little value for adults. That it
is depriving the farmer of a market for his milk is equally ill
founded. Skimmed milk is a mere by-produet. The more of it
that can be used as a substitute for the genuine article, the less
demand there will be for the whole milk. Statisties gathered
by the Bureau of Markets show pretty conclusively that the
compound is gradually reducing the demand for malted and
evaporated milk, both of which are manufactured from the
whole milk. This has resulted in a corresponding reduction
of demand for the produets of our dairy herds. Figures pre-

-sented by the bureau, as given in the committee’s report, show

that the production of filled milk increased from 35,081.902
pounds in 1917 to 86,561,000 in 1920, while the produection of
sweetened condensed and unsweetened evaporated milk de-
creased from 2,030.957.&1§ pounds in 1919 to 1,461,140,312 in
1921. I regret that I do®not have the figures at hand for the
corresponding years throughout, as this would be a much more
satisfactory comparison. It seems to me that the reasons for
the enactment of this bill into law are most convineing and that
we should have no besitancy in supporting it.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, T yield the balance of my time to
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, TI¥CcHER].

.Mr. TINCHER. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, at the time the hearings were had on the bill this prod-
uct was being sold in the city and used as food for infants,
The attention of the manufacturer having been called to the
fact that it was not fit for infants’ food, the label was changed,
The evidence discloses that there was no nutrition in the sub-
stance, and the only reason that they should not be compelled
to label it “ Not fit for adults” is that it was not shown that
it was particularly injurious to adults. But there is no food
about it, and no reason why it shonld be carried in commerce
or manufactured. I do net know why anyone shonld vote to
permit the sale of an article used as food that has no nutritious
element in it. -[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
all time has expired, and the Clerk will
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted,-ete., That whenever used in this act—

(a) The term *“ person " includes an individual, partnership, corpora-
tion, or association ;

(b) The term “interstate or foreign commerce ” means commerce {1)
between any State, Territory, or possession, or the District of Columbia,
and any place outside thereof; (2) hetween points within the same
State, Territory, or possession, or within the District of Columbia, but
through any place outside thereof; or (3) within any Territory or
possession, or within the District of Columbia ; and

() The term * filled milk "™ means any milk, cream, or skimmed
milk, whether or not eondensed, evaporated, concenfrated, powdered,
dried, or desiceated, to which has been added, or which has been blended
or compounded with, any fat or oil other than milk fat, so that the re-
sulting product is in imitation or semblance of milk, cream, or skimmed
milk, whether or not condensed, evaporated, concentrated, powdered,
dried, or desiccated.

Mr. TOWNER. Mr, Chairman, T offer the following amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 8, after the word * desiccated,” strike

gentleman has expired,
read the bill for amend-

out the period,

insert a comma, and insert “ and as such is an adulterated and deleteri-
ous article of food, and when marketed as such constitutes a frand
upon the publie”
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Mr. TOWNER, Mr. Chairman, I am justified in saying that
the author of the bill and at least a part of the Agricultural
Committee have agreed to this amendment.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered merely on a legis-
lative declaration of the object and purpose of the legislation.
There are three grounds upon which articles of this character
may be prohibited from interstate commerce. If the article is
adulterated, if the article is deleterious as a food product, or
if it is being marketed and the process of marketing consti-
tutes a fraud upon the public, then interstate commerce may
take cognizance of the conditions and the article may be pro-
hibited from being shipped in interstate commerce,

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
vield?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes,

Mr, JONES of Texas. The gentleman’s amendment is in line
with the suggestion that T made a while ago, and would go far
to remove the objections to the bill.

Mr. TOWNELR. This is a legislative declaration of the fact
that is claimed by the proponents of the bill. It is also a
declaration of the purposes of the legislation. Of course I know
that it is not binding upon the courts, but in many cases, as
gentlemen who are familiar with the legal aspects of the matter
know, the declaration of the legislative body in regard to the
purpose of the legislation goes very far with the courts in deter-
mining whether or not it is constitutional.

Mr, WALSH. Mpr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Will not this add to the allegations that must
be set forth in the indictment and proved?

Mr. TOWNER. I do not know. I do not know, really, as
to whether an indictment could be sustained against one who
has violated the terms of the act without such allegation, but
certainly it will suggest to the district attorney who is drawing
the indictment that he should add this declaration. In any event
none of these propositions is harmful, and they may be very
important, and as such it seems to me that we are justified in
asking for the approval of the amendment by the committee.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield? -

Mr. TOWNER. Yes.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Does the gentleman think that the
recital of this alleged fact that this material is deleterious
would establish it as final? In other words, does the legislative
declaration make that a fact?

Mr. TOWNER., If the gentleman had been listening atten-
tively, he would have remembered that I just said it would not
be binding upon the courts. It is, however, persuasive. It
indicates the purpose and object of the legislation, and if in
any case it is found as a matter of fact that the particular
article under investigation at that time is adulterated or is dele-
terious to health, or has been so marketed as to constitute a
frand upon the publie, then it would be subject to regulation in
interstate commerce.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. As I canght the gentleman's amendment,
of which I heartily approve, he undertakes to give the real
reasons for the bill. :

Mr. TOWNER. Yes: I think that might be properly stated
of it.

Mr. MONTAGUE. In other words, that is the object and
purpose of the bill.

Mr. TOWNER. Yes. It is to prevent an adulterated food
from being sold; it is to prevent a deleterious food from being
sold ; it is to prevent a fraud upon the public. :

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last
word. I am in favor of this amendment, With this amend-
ment adopted, I am in favor of this bill. It cures the imper-
fections of the bill beyond all question. As the bill stoor
there was serious question upon its face whether or not it
conld be declared constitutional by the courts. This adds what
ought to be added to this character of legislation. I call atten-
tion to the fact that the bill prohibits the addition of any fat
other than milk fat, or provides that fhe addition of any fat
other than milk fat would prohibit the article from being en-
tered in interstate commerce. In the powdered, dried, or desic-
eited milk there may be a small percentage of fat added, other
than milk fat, when, as a matter of fact, all of the substance
of the milk that comes from the cow in evaporated milk is re-
tained. A little fat may be added to preserve it in the can.
Without this amendment that evaporated milk would be pro-
hibited in interstate commerce under the bill, but with the
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa it must be
proven, as it ought to be, that it is an adulteration, that it is

delegerlous for food purposes, or that it is a fraud upon the
publie.

Mr., WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Does that amendment not make
tion comport with the pure food law?

Mr. RAKER. 1 think it does, as far as it goes, and it
ought to.

Mr., WALSH. Then, if you make it comply with the pure
tf?lo{'} requirements, what is the necessity for the rest of the

1?

Mr. RAKER. Why, they have not been enforcing such laws
in this instance, It may be deleterious and would be thereby
prohibited from sale in a State. It may be an adulteration and
it might not be prohibited by the pure food law, because you
retain in the milk all of the sustenance, and if you put in oil
or any fat for the preservation on account of shipment, or on
account of drying, and so forth, you would be prohibited from
exporting it or transporting it from one State to the other
under the original bill. This amendment cures that evil, as it
should be cured.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman contend that the pure food
law permits the sale of adulterated or deleterious substances
in food?

Mr. RAKER. I do not and did not. I made no such siate-
ment, nor one that any such inference could be drawn therefrom.
An adulteration that is not injurious, not against the law, is
what is now before the House,

Mr. WALSH. Whether it may not be deleterious or injurious
to public health?

Mr. RAKER. Oh, not at all. This would be adulteration if
you put anything in it; the adulteration must be deleterious and
injurious to health ; must be against the pure food law.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RAKER. I ask that I may proceed for one minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I suggest this as an answer to the
question of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that under the
pure food law the matter of what are or are not deleterious in
the varions foods is dealt with by regulation by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

Mr. RAKER. And specified.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Now, we consider it necessary—
those of us who favor this measure—to deal specifically with
this subject, and I agree fully with the gentleman from (Cali-
fornia and with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowxNEr] that
the statement of fact now to be incorporated in the bill will
be most persuasive upon any court that comes to consider the
constitutionality of this measure,

Mr. RAKER. The amendment should be adopted.
give this bill a real chance for its life later,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, the committee has no objection
to this amendment, and T move that all debate upon this section
and all amendments thereto be now closed.

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Iowa. =

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sgc. 2. It shall be unlawful for any person to manufacture within
any Territory or possession, or within the Distriet of Columbia, or to

ship or deliver for shipment in interstate or foreign co
ﬂll.-.?d milk, £n mmerce, any

Mr. WINGO.
tion,

The CHAIRMAN, Did the gentleman offer a pro forma
amendment or an actual amendment?

Mr. WINGO. An actual amendment.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 9, strike out all of sectlon 2.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, now this section would make it
unlawful to ship filled milk for any purpose, whether it is in-
tended to feed hogs, man, or what not, across State lines—or
feed poodle dogs, as some gentlemen here suggest, but 1 am not
much interested in poodle dogs. In other words, the taking of it
across the State line into the city of Texarkana for a dairyman
on the edge of Texarkana to feed the hogs or any other purpose
is made unlawful. But I feel fully satisfied if you want to pre-
vent a fraud upon the public, you have already made a stump
speech in the amendment already adopted, showing Congress is
in favor of the present law against fraud, because you have got

fhe defini-

It will

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the sec-
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plenty of Iaws necessary to punish every fraud that has been
complained of here this afternoon, as every lawyer knows. Now,
having gone on record and made a stump speech in favor of the
enforcement of the present law, you ought to be satisfied without
preventing the bringing of filled milk simply across the State
line into Texarkana, or from Arkansas into Menmmphis, or from
léliemphis into Arkansas, or from Kansas City, Kans,, to Kansas
ty, Mo,

In other words, you say that yon are going to prevent its ship-
ment for any purpose and make it unlawful for any purpose.
Of course, that is absurd. I am glad you saw fit to tone down
your preceding section by making the simple declaration of
what yon are in favor of; but I hope you will not go so far as
to bar the shipment of a food product that may be properly used
by men and, not as some one is so afraid of, by babies. Why, the
lady from Oklahoma would be barred from shipping in interstate
commerce any of this stuff to be used by her in making custard.

Mr. RAKER., Do you think it is just exaefly the proper thing
to give me any custard pie without any substance to it except the
form and looks?

Mr. WINGO. I would not give you any custard pie at all; but
if T should give you sawdust and told you it was food, and you
did not have any more sense than to eat it, I ought not to be
prosecuted ; but if you were an infant and I sold you sawdust
‘to eat, I ought to be prosecuted. Under the statute of California
you could prosecute me if I sold you sawdust for breakfast food.
Anyway, let the lady from Oklanhoma still use the filled milk for
custard, even if you do not want to use it for any other purpose.
[ Laughter.]

Mr. VOIGT. Mr, Chairman, T want fto say a few words in
opposition to this amendment. If the gentleman has the privi-
lege of shipping milk in interstate commerce for the purpose of
feeding hogs or anything else, all that would he necessary nuder
this bill would be to color the filled milk. Then you would not
violate this law. If the section as it stands now is stricken out,
the bill will be killed, and I hope it will be voted down.

I move that all debate on this amendment and amendments
thereto be now closed. 5

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Vorer].

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division.

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 82, noes 20,

So the motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Winco].

Mr. JOKES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the pending amend-
ment is an amendment to strike out the paragraph. Wonld not
the amendment offered a while ago take precedence of it in
voting?

The CHAIRMAN. That has already been voted on—the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towxer],

The question now is on the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Arkansas.

Mr. JONES of Texas. Before the vote is taken on that
amendinent, can the other mmendinent be considered?

The CHAIRMAN. What other amendment?

Mr. JONES of Texas. I have an amendment pending.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The amendment could be pre-
sented and not be debated.

Mr., JONES of Texas. According to the ruling heretofore
made by the Chair, a motion to perfect a paragraph comes be-
fore a motion to strike out the paragraph, but after the motion
to strike out the paragraph I am afraid the amendment would
not be admitted.

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from Texas had the
amendment read for information he did not intimate that he
offered the amendment for consideration.

Mr. JONES of Texas. I desire to offer it now.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has the right to do so.
The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. JoNes of Texas: Page 2, line 11, after
the word * shipment,” strike out the word * in,”’ and in line 12 strike
out the words * interstate or forelgn commerce " and insert, after the
word “ milk,” the following: * to any person in any other State, Terri-
tory, or District of the United States or foreign country in which it is
at that time unlawful to sell, offer for sale, or tender for sale, or de-
livery, such milk,” so that section 2, as amended, shall read: “ It shall
be unlawful for any Eerm:m to manufacture within any Territory or

ssgion, or within the Distriet of Columbia, or to ship, or deliver for
uhilbment. any filled milk to any person in any other :gtate. Territory,
or District of the United States or foreign country in which it is at

that time unlawful to sell, offér for sale, or tender for sale, or delivery,
guch milk."”

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Joxes].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHATRMAN. The question now comes on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read,

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman——
j'I‘E‘ue CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise?

Mr. TUCKER. To ask about the amendment T offered a mo-
ment ago.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was read for information,
Does the gentleman desire to offer it?

Mr. TUCKER. 1 do.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr, TUCKER: >
“ or to ship or deliver for shipmgﬂg 1n2{nttler:-§t;t1€ Jﬁ’:ﬁ?esﬁ'f c(t;tt::‘m:r%‘::‘.lﬁ

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Virginia. .

The amendment was rejected,

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 8. Any person violating any provision of this act shall upon -
vietion thereof be subjeet to a fine of not more than $1,000 or ht::‘;:ri;g:-
ment for not more than one {em‘, or both ; except that no penalty shall
be enforced for any such violation mnrrﬁx within 30 days after this
act becomes law. When construing and enforcing the provisions of this
act, the act, omission, or failure of any person acting for or employed
by any individual, p::rtnemhg. corporation, or association, within the
m s: igf} higreu;'{:l][rg;_repenl? or "h cle'd?h?:i] ifl every cnse‘he deemeqd the act,

5 of sue ndividual, rtnersh e
association, as well ag of such person, i Ve SSRROES TR O

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word,

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from North Carolina
moves to strike out the last word.

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the district
attorney that draws a bill of indictinent under this law, and
does not incorporate in that bill of indictment the Towner
amendment, will have his bill of indictment quashed if there is
a lawyer there and a judge on tle beneh; and when he puts it
into his bill of indictment it has got to be proved, and unless
he proves it the defendant will be acquitted, as he ought to be,
[Applanse.]

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The geutleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

%men(lmen: offered by Mr. Loxpox: Add a new section, which shall
read

* 8pe. 4. This act shall take effect one year after the date of its
passage.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I favor this bill. Aduolteration
of food is one of the worst manifestations of modern commer-
cialism. The ease with which the producers of these spurious
articles deceive the unwary makes this legislation necessary.
As the most conservative Member of the House, I want to advise
you against confiscation. [Laughter.]

I do not believe in spasms of morality., I prefer continuous
moral conduct. You have permitted the manufacture of these
numerous articles, samples of which have been shown here,
You have permitted them in interstate commerce. Investments
have been made. Men are employved in these industries. Some
regard, some consideration, should be given to them and an
opportunity offered to adjust themselves to the new situation
which will be ereated by the legal declaration that these articles
shall henceforth be held to be immoral, injurious, unwholesome,
deleterious, and what not.

I ask that my amendment be approved. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the bill back to the House with an amend-
ment, with the recommendation that the amendment be agreed
to and that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. Hicks, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having had under consideration the bill ( H. R. 808G)
to prohibit the shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign
commerce, had directed him to report the same bhack to the
House with an amendment, with the recommendation that the
amendment be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass.

—
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Mr. YOIGT. Mr. Speaker, T move the previous guestion on
the bill and amendment to final passage.

The previons question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the en-
grossed bill

AMr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Wyoming withhold
his motion for a moment?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives
was requested : s

$.3220, An act to amend sections 2, 5, 11, 12, 15, 19, 29, and
80 of the United States warehouse act, approved August 11, 1916,

SENATE BILL REFERRED,

Under elause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s table and réferred to its appro-
priate committee, as indicated below:

S.3220. An act amending sections 2,5, 11, 12, 15, 19, 29, and 30
of the United States warehouse act, approved August 11, 1916;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Billg, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the fallowing title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R.11065. An act making appropriations for the Departments
of State and Justice and for the judiciary for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1923, and for other purposes,

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that May 23 they had presented to the President of
the United States, for his approval, the following bills:

H. R, 9951, An act to amend section 22 of an act approved Feb-
ruary 14, 1920, entitled “An act making appropriations for the
current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs.
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and
for other purposes,’” for the fizeal year ending June 30, 1921;

H.R.11152. An act to authorize the Bear Mountain Hudson
River Bridge Co. to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Hudson River near the village of Peekskill, State of New York;

H. R. 10329. An act making appropriations for the Department
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, and for
other purposes:

H. R.11645. An aet making an appropriation to enable the
Department of Justice to investigate and prosecute war frauds;
and

H. R.2193. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
hibit the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal
purposes,” approved February 9, 1909, as amended.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:
To Mr. Tastuicosm, indefinitely, on account of illness.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr, REED of West Virginia., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
%usent to extend my remarks in the Rxcorp on the bill 8.

19,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the rent bill, Is
there ohjection ?

There was no objection,

ADJOURNMENT.

P Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion to ad-
ourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming moves that
the House do now adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 50
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday,
May 25, 1922, at 12 o'clock noon,

EXECUTIVE GO}H[‘UNICATIONS. ETC.

616. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Director
of the United States Veterans' Bureau, transmitting a draft
of a bill providing for the making of allotments of appropria-
tions by the United States Veterans' Bureau to the United
States Public Health Service was taken from the Speaker’s
table, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or-
dered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr, LANGLEY : Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
H. R. T658. A bill to amend the act approved August 25, 1919,
entitled “An act for the relief of contractors and subcontractors
for the post offices and other buildings and work under the
supervision of the Treasury Department, and for other pur-
poses "; withont amendment (Rept. No. 1029). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. LANGLEY : Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
H. R. 11588. A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to author-
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to provide hospital and sana-
torinm facilities for discharged sick and disabled soldiers,
sailors, and marines " ; with amendments (Rept. No, 1030). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union. |

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under elansge 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. TAYLOR of New Jersey: A bill (H. R, 11772) to in-
crease the limit of cost of the United States post office at
Bayonne, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. 3

By Mr. CABLE: A bilk (H. R. 11773) relative to naturaliza-
tion and citizenship of married women; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 11774) to
amend the intérstate commerce act and the transportation act,
1920 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, MILLER: A bill (H. R. 11775) to enlarge and extend
the present United States courthouse, customhouse, and post-
office building at Seattle, Wash.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and 'Grounds.

By Mr, SINCLATR: A bill (H. R. 11776) to promote agricul-
ture hy stabilizing the prices of certain agricultural products;
to the Commiftee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PERLMAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 332) pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States
regarding the employment of children under 18 years of age; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KIESS: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 59) to
provide for the printing of 3,000 additional copies of the report
of the Alien Property Custodian; to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. YOUNG : Resolution (H. Res. 353) for the immediate
consideration of Senate bill 2775; to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Nule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11777) granting an increase
of pension to Eliza J. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr, GENSMAN: A bill (H. R. 11778) to investigate the
claims of and to enroll certain persons, if entitled, with the
Choctaw Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

Algo, a bill (H, R. 11779) granting a pension to Alexander

Seals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 11780) for the
relief of Roland Webster; to the Commitiee on Claims.

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (3. R. 11781) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frank P. Collins; to the Committee on In-
valld Pensions.

By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. . 11782) granting a pen-
sion to Lucy Michener; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 11783) granting an increase
of pension to Girard G. Butler; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS : A bill (H. R. 11784) granting a pension to
Eugene Key; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. h

By Mr, WALSH: A bill (H. R. 11785) granting a pension to
Sarah Barnes Baker; to the Committee on Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11786) granting a pension to George W.
Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 11787) granting a pension to Frederick B.
Eldridge; to the Committee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

57563. By Mr. BURTON : Resolution from the American Legion
at Cleveland commending the stand taken by Secretary Hughes
in declining to enter into a conference with the soviets of Russia ;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5754, By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON : Resolutions passed by the
Black Hills Mining Men's Association, May 18, 1922, protesting
against the enactment of the Denison bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5750, By Mr. CURRY: Petition of 14 residents of Napa
County, Calif,, protesting against the enactment of the pending
Sunday bills; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

D750, Also, petition of 33 residents of Vallejo, Calif., protest-
ing against the enactment of the Sunday law; to the Committee
on the Distriet of Clolumbia.

5767. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of Oriental Vegetable Oils
Co., S8an Francisco and New York City, relative to the tariff bill
(H. R. T456) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

5758, Also, petition of Metal Trades Council, Brooklyn, N. Y.,
relative to House bill 11214 ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

5759. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of Presbytery of Grand
Rapids, signed by Harry E. Porter, presiding officer, and Willard
K. Spencer, secretary, favoring the passage of House Joint Reso-
Iution No. 131, House bill 9753, and Senate Joint Resolution No.
31: to the Committee on ilie Judiciary.

H760. By Mr. RAKER : Petition of Mr, C. O. Wellock, of San
Anselmo, Calif.,, indorsing and urging the early passage of the
Bursum and Morgan pension bills; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

H761. Also, resolition No. 27690 of the common council of the
city of San Diego, Calif., indorsing and urging the passage of
House bill 11449, to provide for the protection and development
of the lower Colorado River Basin; to the Committee on Irriga-
tion of Arid Lands.

5762, Also. petition of the Oakland Chamber of Commerce, of
Oakland, Calif.; the Stockton Chamber of Commerce, of Stock-
ton, Calif.; the Growers National Bank and the L. Powers
Fruit Co., of Fresno, Calif., all protesting against any change in
the transportation act of 1920 as proposed by the Sweet and
Capper bills (H. R. 6861 and 8. 1150) ; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

FREE PUBLI

5763. Also, petition of Grand Commandery of Knights Tem-
plar of the State of California, the Grand Council of Royal and
Select Masters of the State of California, and the Grand Chap-
ter of Royal Arch Masons of the State of California, advocating
and indorsing the Towner-Sterling bill, which has for its purpose
the improvement of educational facilities in the United States;
to the Committee on Education.

5764. Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of the State of
New York, favoring the merchant marine bill; to the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

5765. Also, petition of the Rice Millers' Association, of New
Orleans, relative to tariff rates on rice; Frank O. Sundquist and
Trobeck & Johnson, of Los Angeles, Calif., protesting against
paragraph 1116 of the tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

5766. Also, petition of Texas Chamber of Commerce, Dallas,
Tex., relative to tax-free securities, and Charles Tartaglin &
Bros., of Los Angeles, protesting against paragraph 1116 of the
tariff bill (H. R. 7456) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

H767. Also, petition of the National Dairy Union, Washington,
D. C., indorsing House bill 8086; to the Committee on Agricul-

ture.

H768. Also, petition of the Pacific Rod & Gun Club, of San
Francisco, Calif., indorsing and urging the passage of House
bill 5823, known as the public shooting and game refuge bill;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

5769. Also, petition of Camp St. Louis, No. 731, United Con-
federate Veterans, St. Louis, Mo., relative to amendment of the
statutes concerning the soldiers’ homes maintained by the
Federal Government; to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

5770. By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Petition of citizens of Fair-
field, Idaho, favoring the enactment of the Voigt bill (H. 1.
8086), to prohibit shipment of filled milk in interstate or foreign
commerce ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5771. By Mr. SNYDER : Petition of Ralph Crego, Charles E.
Garlock, William Gibson, Herkimer, N. Y., and L. A. White,
Utica, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Chandler pension
bill (H. R. 9198), increasing the pensions of volunteers serving
in the war with Spain or China or Philippine expeditions; to
the Committee on Pensions.

5772, By Mr. WOODS of Virginia: Petition of Frances L.
Briophy and others of the sixth Virginia district, asking for a
fair duty on imported kid gloves; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

G773. Also, resolutions adopted by the Sons and Daughters
of Liberty, Roanoke, Va., representing more than 300 memhors,
urging the passage of the Towner education bill; to the Com-
mittee on Education.
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